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Mr. Justice Farwell, 

Mr. Justice Farwett will be engaged on the Royal Com- 
mission on War Stores at the Law Courts during the ensuing 
Easter Sittings, and consequently, until further notice, witness 
actions in his list will be taken for him by Mr. Justice Swivrgy 
Eapy or another of the Chancery judges. 


The Land Registry. 

WeE azz informed that, on the motion of Mr. Jawzs Rowtanps, 
M.P., the Government has to grant a return for the years 
1903-4-5 shewing the number of titles registered under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, as “Possessory,” ‘‘ Qualified,” 
“ Absolute,” and ‘Good Leasehold” respectively. A similar 
return was made annually from 1899 to 1902, commencing with 
the experimental trial in the County of London of the system 
of compulsory registration of title. The refusal of the late 
Government to grant the return after 1902 has contributed to the 
belief that the experiment was not proving successful. 


Liability to Maintain Grandchildren. 


WE NEED not be surprised that it was necessary to remind 
Mr. Denman, the police magistrate, of the provision of 43 Eliz. 
c. 2, by which the grandfather and grandmother of poor persons 
not able to work—being of a sufficient ability—shall at their own 
charges relieve and maintain every such poor person. A sum- 
mons aap - this enactment - Pew — out by the 
guardians of Paddington requiring the defendant, a journe 

baker, earning 34s. pipet sg to shew cause why he should not 
relieve and maintain his three grandchildren who had become 
chargeable to the parish. The circumstances were peculiar. 
The father of the children was alive, but for four years the 
grandfather had supported them, in addition to maintaining two 
of his own invalid children. Some time last year the father 
went away and deserted his children, and in October the grand- 
father took them to the workhouse, agreeing to pay 3s. a week 
towards their maintenance. When, however, the father returned, 
the defendant refused to pay more, and the guardians took out 
the summons. The father, though able to work, had for some 
time done nothing, but the relieving officer said that he could 
not proceed against him as he had no evidence of means. Any 
one, we think, would be struck with the injustice of a law 
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impunity, and applied its coercion to the generous grandfather, 
who had burdens enough of his own. The magistrate came to 
the conclusion that the Act gave him a discretion, and, thinking 
the case was a hard one, refused to make any order. 


Nuisance by Dust. 


Onz or the architectural journals observes that it is curious 
if the law of nuisance cannot be applied to the raising of dust. 
In some districts of Kent the use of motor-cars during the dry 
weather causes a permanent cloud of dust to hang over the roads 
and the neighbouring land, and at the time a motor rushes past 
at twenty-five to thirty miles an hour the road is so obscured 
that carriages have to stop, for it is impossible to see any 
following vehicle coming, and the road remains invisible. 
When trees border the road, this impenetrable cloud hangs over 
the road for a consiterable time. The writer adds that a man 
must not annoy his neighbours by noise, smell, or vibration, 
but a stranger rushing along the roads can destroy the comfort, 
clothes, and crops of those on, or within half a mile of, the 
roads with apparent immunity. We cannot altogether agree 
with this view of the law. To begin with the obstruction of 
the traffic on the roads, the only difficulty seems to be that the 
nuisance is caused by the action of a number of persons, each 
acting independently of the other. It might well be doubted 
whether the annoyance caused by a single motor would be ground 
for an indictment for obstructing the highway. This difficulty, 
however, is not insuperable, and an indictment against the owners 
of a number of motors—which were shewn on a particular day 
to have caused such a plague of dust as to obstruct ordinary 
traffic—could not easily be resisted. The reason why precedents 
cannot be found for a similar indictment may be explained by 
the slowness and deliberation of ancient vehicles. The same 
observation applies to the injury to the property or crops of 
private individuals. It might, however, be well for the person 
aggrieved, in taking proceedings, to select as the defendant in his 
action some person who could be shewn to have been a con- 
spicuous offender, rather than one whose carriage had raised the 

dust on a single occasion. 


The New County Court Rules. 


We print elsewhere a batch of new county court rules. The 
most important are the rules introduced into Order XXIII 
(‘Judgments and Orders”) with reference to the forms of 
judgments against married women, or against widows or 
divorced women, in respect of contracts made before or during 
coverture. Hitherto the only form of judgment applicable to 
married women has been a form founded on the form of judgment 
approved in Scott v, Morley (36 W. R. 67, 20 Q. B. D. 120)— 
namely, for recovery of the debt out of separate property, 


execution being limited “to the separate property of the | the judge for gvod cause otherwise orders.” 


¢., Society v. Haywood (52 W. R. 84; 1904, 1 K. B. 35) it was 

eld that, as regards an ante-nuptial debt, the effect g 
section 19 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1899, 
is to nullify a restraint on anticipation only so far a 
it affects property settled by the married woman; the 
debt was not recoverable out of an allowance made } 
the husband under a separation deed for the separate use of 
the wife, without power of anticipation. The new Coun 
Court Rules, and the forms appended to them, aim at — 
provision for these various cases, but it may be questio 
whether it is essential to repeat at the end of each form the 
words referring to section 19 of the Act of 1882. In fact this 
section enables property to be made available, notwithstanding 
restraint on anticipation, in a very limited class of cases, and the 
needless inclusion of the words is likely to cause confusion. 


Alterations Made by the New County Court 
Rules, 

Most or the new County Court Rules are intended to meet 
difficulties which have been found in practice in the application 
of the existing rules. Thus a question has arisen as to the 
date on which an order for commitment expires—namely, 
whether the year during which it can be enforced under 
ord. 25, r. 46 (4) is to be calculated as excluding or including 
the day of its date, and the same question may arise as to warrants 
of execution under ord. 25, r.6. These rules accordingly have 
been redrafted so as to shew that the year is to be reckoned 
exclusive of the date of issue of the warrant or of making the 
order of commitment, and power is given to renew warrants of 
execution, as in the High Court under R.S.C. ord. 42, r. 20, 
It appears that defendants are often sued without their 
Christian names being given, and naturally difficulties 
arise in enforcing judgments. One of the new rules, 
accordingly, requires that before the issue of a judgment 
summons a precipe shall be filed stating the full name and 
address of, or otherwise sufficiently identifying, every person 
against whom it is to be issued, and the statement is to be 
inserted in the judgment summons. Another new rule allows 
an execution creditor four days, as in the High Court, to decide 
whether to admit or contest a claim to goods seized in execution. 
At present he is bound to reply to the high bailiff’s notice of 
the claim in ‘due course of post,” which presumably means by 
return. And provision is made for serving notice of application 
for a new trial on the solicitor, if any, of the opposite party, 
instead of, as now, on such party personally. Under the scale of 
costs certain items, such as counsel's fees for settling pleadings, &c., 
are only allowed upon special application being made to the 
judge, and under ord. 53, r. 7, the application for such allow- 
ance must be made at, or immediately after the trial or hearing, 
and “if not so made shall not afterwards be entertained, unless 
It was held in 


- A a cal ington 7 ission to apply by 
defendant (the married woman) not subject to any restriction | Morley v. Bevingto (ante, p. 27), that the omission 
against anticipation, unless, by reason of section 19 of the Married | Teason of forgetfulness was not “(good cause” for a lator 


Women’s Property Act, 1882, the property shall be liable to execu- 


application to the judge, a construction of the rule which is 


: 7 : t- ; 4 : es i hat a later 
tion notwithstanding such restriction.” But the passing of the | needlessly strict. Accordingly, it is now provided t 

Married innaa's Poonenia Act, 1893, and the auciioas subse- | @pplication may be entertained if the judge is — pers = 
quent to Scott v. Morley, shew that a single form does not cover the | Omission to make the application in due time was due to mis 
various cases that occur in rrr and different considerations | 0 inadvertence. 


arise according as the liability is incurred before or durin 
coverture, or before or after the commencement of the Act of 
1893, and provision has to be made also for the cases of the 


g The Law’s Delay in New York. 


TuosE wHo view with dismay the arrears in the Court of 


liability being enforced during the coverture or after it has | Appeal may find some comfort in the thought that, after all, 


come to an end. In Softlaw v. Welch (47 W. R. 626; 1899, | justice is not so tardy in England as it is in 


New York. We 


2 Q. B. 419), where the contract was entered into during the | read in the New York Tribune that nowhere else in the United 
coverture before the Act of 1893, and was sued on after the death | States is the administration of justice so dilatory as in that city. 
of the husband, it was held that the judgment must limit execu- | The courts have become so congested that they are now two oF 
tion to such property as during the coverture was the defendant’s | three years behind in their work. Actions frequently miscarry 
separate rty not subject to restraint on anticipation. In| from sheer delay, and yet, in spite of the protests of the poor 
Barnett v. Howard (1900, 2 Q. B. 784), and again in Brown v.| and of the wealthy, the small shopkeeper and the big financier, 
Dimbleby (52 W. BR. 53; 1904, 1 K. B. 28), it was held that | conditions have been growing worse. In the case of — 
where the contract was made during coverture after the Act of against the street railway companies, every year that © es 
1893, and was sued on after the termination of the coverture, the| between the time that an action is begun and the tim 


restraint on anticipation was still operative, inasmuch as the|that it is brought into court increases the difficulties of 
proviso to section 1 of the Act expressly exempts from liability | proving a case against them, ‘The longer the dela 


the 


any separate property which the married woman was at the time | more likely the plaintiff is to die, and with his death, unless it 





of the contract restrained from anticipating, And in Lirmingham, 





occurs as the immediate result of his injuries, the action ceases. 
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The longer the delay the harder it is for the plaintiff, if he lives, 
to obtain testimony. Witnesses may die or they may move away. 
Or even if they go into the witness box, they are prone, because 
of the years that have intervened, to forget details that are 
vitally important. The blame for this delay is thrown by the 
New York Tribune upon the ie referees to whom a large 

~ number of the cases are referred by the courts. These referees 
are paid by the day, and are all interested in unduly prolonging 
their labours. An instance is given of an action, brought 
recently by the brothers and sisters of a citizen of Queen’s 
County to obtain their share of the rentals of a house 
in which he had been living for ten years. The 
first referee was asked by the court to determine what the 
rentals were. The referee took two and a-half years to come 
toa decision, and then held that the defendant had made so 
many improvements to the house and the two-acre plot on which 
it stood, that his expenditure offset the claims of his brothers 
and sisters. The court set aside this decision, and gave the 
game task to a second referee, who, after another period of 
two and a-half years of delay, and when just about to come 
to a decision, died. The judge then took up the case, 
and finished hearing all the necessary evidence in two 
hours. Two weeks later, he handed down a decision. The 
remedy proposed for this delay is that references should be 
abolished and the work done by the justices. We are unable 
to say whether this is an exaggerated picture of the evils which 
prevail on the other side of the Atlantic. The American news- 
paper goes on to say that in London litigants do not have to wait 
more than six months, and thinks that the administration of 
court business is prompt because there are few reversals and 
consequently few appeals. This will be read with interest by 
English practitioners. 


The Remuneration of Common Jurors. 


A tetrer from ‘‘A Clerk of Assize” in the Zimes pleads 
for the proper remuneration of the common jurymen who 
attend assizes and sessions. His opinion is that they are about 
the worst-treated set of men in the whole community. They 
are dragged from every part of the county to the assize town, 
not only from miles and miles away, but from places far from 
any railway station—so far, indeed, that many an unfortunate 
small farmer, who can hardly make both ends meet, has to sleep 
out for four or five nights together at his own expense ina 
town, with perhaps the most critical work in his fields at a 
standstill. Then there are the small shopkeepers who often 
come to the officials with the most pathetic stories of stopped 
business (one is reminded of the common juryman at the trial 
of Bardell y. Pickwick, who, when he asked for relief on 
the ground that he could not afford to keep an assistant, was 
told by Mr. Justice SrarztercH that he “ought to be able to 
afford it”). The “Clerk of Assize” thinks that special jurymen 
lose much less by their attendance, as they get one guinea for 
each case in which they serve, while common jurymen get only 
a mythical sum in pence on the civil side and nothing at all on 
the criminal side. ‘he remuneration of jurors is a question with 
which the public is tolerably familiar. The Juries Act, 1870, 
was an Act (inter alia) to amend the laws regulating the remunera- 
tion of special and common juries in England and Wales. By 
section 22 the jurors were to be entitled to the following remunera- 
tion for their services—that is to say, every special juror at the 
rate of one pound one shilling for every day of his attendance, 
and every juror trying common jury cases at the rate of ten 
shillings for every day of bis attendance. The section further 
enacted that the remuneration should be paid by the parties 
to the causes to be tried, and that each party should for 
that purpose deposit such a sum of money as should be 
prescribed by the court. The Act obtained the Royal Assent 
in August, 1870, and in February, 1871, the Attorney-General, 
Sir Roperr Cottier, brought in a Bill for the sole purpose of 
repealing this section, saying that the requirement as to the 
deposit had been extremely onerous to suitors, particularly in 
cases which were settled after they had been entered, so that no 
Jury was required, but in which, nevertheless, the money was 
not returned. Sir Roser stated that the section amounted to a 
denial of justice to poor suitors, and that for his own part he 
was by no means satisfied that it was a good thing to pay jurors, 


as the effect might be to create a professional class of jurors. 
The Act was and the section repealed, and since 1871 the 
Legislature has taken no interest in the grievances of the common 
juror. Wemay assume that the law requiring the remuneration 
to be paid by the parties was properly repealed, but the question 
remains, is there a sufficient reason why the Government or 
the counties should not afford some moderate payment for each 
day when the juror is compelled to attend? The objection that 
this payment might create a professional class of jurymen does 
not appear to usa satisfactory answer toa claim founded on 
justice and good sense. 


American Laws Restricting the Hours of Labour. 


Tue Supreme Court of the United States has recently 
(Lochner v. New York, 198 U. 8. 45) been called upon to decide 
whether section 110 of the Labour Law of the State of New 
York, providing that no employeés shall be required or permitted 
to work in bakeries more than sixty hours in a week or ten 
hours a day, is a legitimate exercise of the police power 
of the State. -By the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution it is provided that ‘‘No State shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or 
immunities of citizens of the United States, nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law, nor deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” There 
are, however, certain powers existing in the sovereignty of 
each State in the union, somewhat vaguely termed “ police 
powers,” the exact description and limitation of which have 
not been attempted by the courts. These powers, broadly 
stated, relate to the safety, health, morals, and general 
welfare of the public; and the fourteenth amendment 
was not intended to interfere with them. A police law 
limiting the employment of workmen in all underground 
mines or workings to eight hours per day ‘except in 
cases of emergency where life or property is in imminent 
danger” has been upheld by the Supreme Court, and also laws 
relating to compulsory vaccination and the observance of Sunday. 
But the Supreme Court has now decided that these cases are 
distinguishable, and that under the fourteenth amendment there 
is no reasonable ground for interfering with the liberty of 
persons, or the right of free contract by determining the hours 
of labour in the occupation of a baker, The court reject the 
proposition that the legislation in question can be considered as 
relating to the public health or the health of the employeés 
specified, and say ‘‘ Upon the assumption of the validity of this 
Act under review it is not possible to say that an Act pro- 
hibiting lawyers or bank clerks or others from contracting to 
labour for their employers for more than eight hours a day would 
be invalid. It might be said that it is unhealthy to work more than 
that number of hours in an apartment lighted by artificial light 
during the working hours of the day; that the occupation of the 
bank clerk, the lawyer’s clerk, the real estate clerk, or the 
broker’s clerk in such offices is, therefore, unhealthy ; and the 
Legislature, in its paternal wisdom, must, therefore, have the 
right to legislate on this subject and to limit the hours of such 
labour.” In the result, the court held that the labour law 
interfered with the freedom of master and employeé to contract 
with each other and was contrary to the Federal Constitution. 
Englishmen need not be remined that their Constitution has left 
the Legislature in such matters absolutely beyond control. 


The Government Pharmacy Bill. 


Tue Poisons and Pharmacy Bill, to regulate the sale of 
certain poisonous substances and to amend the Pharmacy Acts, 
brought in by the Earl of Crews, is regarded with much interest 
by chemists and druggists, but lawyers will also observe that 
clause 4—by which no company registered under the Companies 
Acts, 1862 to 1890, shall carry on the business of a pharma- 
ceutical chemist, or chemist and druggist, unless, in any wey 
where the business is carried on, the business is fide 
conducted by a manager or chemist being a duly registered 
pharmaceutical chemist, or chemist and druggist, as the 
case may be, nor unless the name of the person so ot 





is conspicuously exhibited in the shop or other in 
* 
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which the business is carried on—practically reverses the 


decision of the House of Lords in Zhe Pharmaceutical 
Society v. London and Provincial Supply Association (5 App. Cas. 
857). The opinion of the law lords overruled the decision of 
eminent judges, and it has been contended by those interested in 
the practice of pharmacy that its effect has been to support the 
assumption and use by unqualified companies of personal titles 
which can only be obtained by individuals after examination, 
and thereby to lower the status of the whole pharmaceutical 
calling. The Bill will, of course, be fully debated in the House 
of Commons, and the question how far a company should be 
allowed to assume the chemist’s title will no doubt receive ample 
discussion. 


The Marine Insurance Bill. 


In THE annual statement of the General Council of the Bar it 
is stated, with reference to the Marine Insurance Bill, that the 
council, after ascertaining from the Attorney-General that an 
examination of the measure by the council would be welcomed 
and would receive serious consideration, appointed a special 
committee, upon which Mr. Carver, K.C., consented to serve, 
to consider and report to the council upon the provisions of the 
Bill. The committee met frequently and devoted much time 
and attention to the matter. Their report, which dealt with the 
Bill exhaustively and in detail, was adopted by the council in 
July last, and transmitted to the then Lord Chancellor, President 
of the Board of Trade, and other persons interested in the 
matter. But the terms of the Bill, as reintroduced during the 
present Session, are identical with those of the Bill of 1905, and 
none of the council’s suggestions for amendment have been 
adopted. Some explanation for this apparent discourtesy 
appears to be required. There was, of course, no obligation 
to adopt any of the suggestions, but the council might reason- 


pd expect some account of the reasons for not adopting 
em. 


The Laws of Inheritance. 


THosz wo have read with some astonishment the proposal of 
the President of the United States that there should be a law 
“to prevent any individual from inheriting over a certain 
amount,” may be reminded that it bears much resemblance to 
the principles set forth by Jonn Srvarr Mix in his work on 
“‘The Principles of Political Economy.’ ‘Freedom of bequest 
as the general rule, but limited by two things: first, that if there 
are descendants who, being unable to provide for themselves, 
would become burdensome to the State, the equivalent of what- 
ever the State would accord to them should be reserved 
from the property for their benefit; and, secondly, that 
no one person should be permitted to acquire by inheritance 
more than the amount of a moderate independence.” Mr. 
Mit adds that the laws of inheritance have probably several 
phases of improvement to go through. before ideas so far 
removed from present modes of thinking will be taken into 
serious consideration. His work was published in 1848, and 
some persons will think that the Succession and Estate Duty 
Acts have since then made considerable steps in the direction 
indicated by the distinguished philosopher. 


The Licensing Laws. 


Tue Recorver of King’s Lynn, while charging the grand 
jury at the King’s Lynn Quarter Sessions, referred to a resolu- 
tion, sent to that court by the West Riding Court of Quarter 
Sessions, to the effect that the consolidation of the laws 
relating to licensing was a matter of urgent necessity. The 
Recorder observed that these laws were in a state of chaos 
owing to numerous amendments and terms of reference, and it 
was difficult even for a trained lawyer to define the mode of 
procedure. This state of affairs bore hardly upon the trade 
itself, and its members were left in a state of uncertainty. If 
some measure could be passed consolidating the statutes it 
would be to the benefit of the public. Similar observations 


have often been made both in the High Court and at quarter 
sessions. It is well to speak upon such a matter with caution 
and diffidence, but we are disposed to think that the drafting of 
® consolidation Act would be attended with no insuperable 
difficulty. 








The Workmen’s Compensation Bill, 


Tuts Bill happily does not supply a fresh example of legislation 
by reference; it repeals the former Acts and consolida 

well as amends, the law. At the same time much of the Act of 
1897 is reproduced word for word, and, as a rule, alterations ip 
the text are only made to give effect to the proposed changes 
in the law. The great change is that the new Act is to apply to 
all workmen who are not expressly excluded, while the old Agt 
only applied to certain named classes of workmen. The word 
“workman” is defined to include “every person, not being a 
member of a police force, a clerk, a shop assistant, an out. 
worker, a domestic servant, or a member of the employer's 
family dwelling in his house, who has entered into or works under 
a contract of service or apprenticeship with an employer, whether 
by way of manual labour or otherwise, and whether the contract 
is expressed or implied, is oral or in writing.” Hence, clearly, all 
the cases which have caused the courts such trouble in deciding to 
whom the benefits of compensation extend will henceforth be of 
no value whatever. No longer will be heard elaborate arguments 
on the question what is a scaffolding, or from what point one must 
start to measure the height of a building. It will no longer be 
necessary for judges to decide that a ship is a factory ; and in so 
doing to call down upon their devoted heads the jeers and 
mockery of a public not obliged to construe an Act of Parlia- 
ment almost unintelligible by reason of the ambiguity of some 
of its words, and the incorporation by reference of parts of other 
Acts. As to the policy of excluding those whom it is proposed 
to exclude we having nothing to say, but we cannot fail to see 
that there will be still opportunity for the courts to deal with 
questions as to the persons intended to be excluded. It is easy 
to suggest difficulties. Thus, is a commercial traveller included? 
Is a cook in a restaurant a domestic servant? Is a waitera 
shop assistant? Questions might be multiplied indefinitely and 
will arise. The word “clerk” alone is bound to cause trouble, 
Few words are used which cover persons of such widely 
different grades. 

The Act is not to apply where the employer does not employ 
more than five workmen, unless the accident is attributable to 
the use of machinery driven by steam, water, or other mechanical 
power, or unless the injured workman was employed in the care 
of horses, or in mining, quarrying, or building operations, or in 
laying or repairing any electric line or work, This provision 
possibly excludes a few persons who were included in the 1897 
Act. It seems obvious, however, that very small employers 
must either be excluded from liability, or else they will be 
driven out of existence. Such a person made liable for a heavy 
sum by way of compensation could only take refuge in bank- 
ruptcy. ‘There are, of course, in numerous industries many 
small men employing a few more than five assistants. They 
work themselves, and are of the same class as their men. What 
the effect of the Act will be on them remains to be seen, but 
everything seems clearly to point to the necessity of some system 
of compulsory insurance. Vailing this, small men will find it 
hard to get others to work for them ; and when they do, will be 
constantly driven into bankruptcy by accidents. 

With regard to the application of the Bill to agriculture, it is 
provided that a person employed in agriculture shall not be 
deemed to be a workman if the employer proves that his employ- 
ment was of a casual nature. This evidently puts harvestmen, 
and the like, outside the benefits of the Act. It is not easy, 
however, to say exactly what the word “ casual” means, and no 
doubt it will often be brought up for interpretation by the 
courts. Farmers will probably do their best to secure that as 
much as possible of the labour they employ shall come under 
the description casual. Be 

A very remarkable and important extengion of the principle 
of compensation is the inclusion in the Bill of seamen an 
apprentices to the sea service, who are members of the crew of 
any ship registered in the United Kingdom. 

The Bill also expressly adopts the decision of the House of 
Lords in Brintons v. Zurvey, that the contraction of a disease, 
such as anthrax, may be an accident -arising out of the employ- 
ment of aworkman, The Actis to apply to anthrax and poison- 
ing by lead, mercury, phosphorous, or arsenic, but the Home 
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Secretary has power, by provisional order, to extend the operation 
ofthe Act to other diseases. A workman contracting any of such 
diseases is to be entitled to compensation where the disease is due 
to the nature of any employment in which he has been employed 
during the previous twelve months, whether under one or more 
employers. The compensation is recoverable from the employer 
who last employed the workman during the twelve months; 

rovided that if the employer can prove that the disease was in 
fact contracted whilst the workman was in the employment of 
some other employer, he has a right of indemnity from that 
other employer. As some of the diseases are the result of a 
yery gradual process, and a man may have been employed by 
several employers during the twelve months, they -may all be 
called upon in such cases to contribute to the compensation. 
There certainly seems to be here the prospect of endless disputes 
and of much confusion. The Act is not to apply to persons in 
the naval or military service of the Crown, but it is to apply to 
other workmen employed under the Crown. It will be at once 
seen how widely the new Act is to extend, and how much easier 
it will be to see who is included and who is excluded. The 
“yndertaker” disappears, and it will no longer be necessary to 
put fancy meanings on such words as “warehouse” and 
“factory.” In fact the whole subject will be immensely 
simplified. 

As to the persons to benefit in case of fatal accidents, there is 
one difference in the definition of ‘‘dependants” which is 
worthy of note. It is provided that the term only applies to 
such as were at the time of the accident resident in the British 
islands. There have been cases lately of alien workmen being 
killed, and their deserted families then immigrating from Russia 
or elsewhere to take advantage of the right of compensation. 
This will be stopped by the new definition. 

The existing provisions as to contracting out do not seem to 
be affected. There is, however, a new provision relating to 
elderly men, allowing workmen of over sixty years of age to 
agree in writing that in case of injury they shall not be entitled 
to compensation exceeding a named maximum. This maximum, 
however, is not to be less than £25 in case of death, or 10s. a 
week in case of incapacity. This will be a very great boon to 
such men. The existing Act has had the effect of making it 
very hard for elderly men to get work in many trades, as their 
failing powers make them more liable to injury by accident. 

There is one proposed change in the law which employers 
must regard with considerable misgiving, in view of the fact that 
malingering amongst workmen is by no means unknown. By 
the existing law there is no liability to pay compensation unless 
the injury disables the workman for a period of at least two 
weeks from earning full wages, and no coffipensation is payable 
in respect of the first two weeks. It is proposed to change this 
time into one week. This time is in our opinion too short, and 
likely to lead to abuse. It would probably be fairer to both 
sides to keep the time at two weeks, but to make the compensa- 
tion run from the date of the accident in case the injured man is 
incapacitated for more than two weeks. 

A change is to be made where some person other than the 
employer is liable to pay damages in respect of the injury. The 
Act of 1897 enacts that in such cases the workman has an option 
to proceed against the other person at law, or to claim compen- 
sation from his employer, but he is forbidden to follow both 

courses. Now he isexpressly authorized to take both courses, but 
he cannot receive both compensation and damages. This is a 
reasonable amendment of the law, which seeks to remove what 
is a distinct blot on the existing Act. It is hard to understand 
why a workman should have to exercise an option in such 
circumstances. It may be a long and costly proceeding to 
recover damages, and the man may be compelled of necessity to 
take compensation. Why should his acceptance of compensation 
deprive him of his right of action against a stranger? The 
damages recoverable may be much greater than the compensa- 
tion, and it is to be remembered that if the employer pays 
compensation he has a right of indemnity against the other 
person. 








A new book by Dr. W. J. Brown, Professor of Comparative Law in the 
University College of Wales, is announced by Mr. Murray under the title 
Neo-Austinian Jurisprudence.” é 








Reviews. 
Law of Sale. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF SALE OF PERSONAL PROPERTY, WITH 
REFERENCES TO THE AMERICAN DECISIONS AND TO THE FRENCH 
CopE anv Crvit Law. By Jupau Purr Bensamiy, Q.C. FirrH 
EpiTion. By WALTER CHARLES ALAN Kekr, M.A., and ARTHUR 
REGINALD BUTTERWORTH, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

The appearance of a new edition of Benjamin on Sale is an event of 
considerable interest. The first edition appeared in 1868, and, asso- 
ciated with the peculiar position occupied by the author, was the 
means of bringing him speedily to the front rank of the profession 
in this country. The fourth edition was issued in 1888, so that in 
the present edition the editors have had to face the task of incorpo- 
rating in the text the provisions of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893. 
Upon this their own statement in the preface may be quoted: ‘‘ Mate- 
rial alterations had, of course, become necessary, but in view of the 
fact that the Act (referred to in this edition as ‘the Code’) is 
largely based upon and follows the lines of the treatise, the editors, 
after mature consideration, came to the conclusion that it would be 
possible to incorporate the codifying enactments in a new edition 
without destroying the essential character of Mr. Benjamin’s work as 
contained in the second edition, which was the last to come entirely 
from the author’s hand.” But the task thus undertaken was no light 
one, and it has necessitated the thorough revision of the whole work. 
A good example of the editors’ method is afforded by Book II., which 
discusses the effect of the contract in passing property under the succes- 
sive heads of ‘‘ Distinction between Sales and Agreements to Sell,” 
‘The Unconditional Sale of Specific Goods,”’ ‘‘ The Conditional Sale of 
Specific Goods,” ‘‘The Sale of Unascertained Goods,” ‘‘ Subsequent 
Appropriation,” ‘‘ Reservation of the Right of Disposal,” and ‘‘ The 
Incidence of the Risk.” Thus arranged, the division furnishes a very 
useful commentary on sections 16 to 20 of the Act of 1893; and the 
decisions which incorporate the common law, and thus form the basis 
of the code, are fully ‘stated; while the section which deals with fraud 
as a ground for the avoidance of the contract gives the editors sco 
for treating the recent development of the law somewhat more freely 
than in following the provisions of the code. In particular, the ques- 
tion of the liability of the seller for representation by an agent 
introduces a statement of Barwick v. English Joint Stock Bank (L. R. 
2 Ex. 259) and cognate cases. Altogether the editors have worthily 
revised and brought up to date this standard work. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law relating to Land Purchase in Ireland, being the Irish 
Land Acts, 1903 and 1904; together with the Rules and Forms relating 
to Land Purchase in Ireland. Edited, with an Introduction, Notes 
of Decisions, and Appendices of Tables, Statutes, and Forms, 
By R. A. Watxker, LL.D., Solicitor; assisted by E. C. FARRAN. 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Dublin: Hodges, Figgis, & Co. (Limited). 

The Modern Law of Real Property, with an Appendix containing 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874; the Conveyancing Acts, 1881 
to 1892; the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890; the Married Woman’s 
Property Acts, 1882 and 1893; the Trustee Act, 1893, ss. 10-12; and 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897 (Part I.). By the late L. A. GoopEVE. 
Fifth Edition. By Sir Howarp WARBURTON ELPHINSTONE, Bart., 
M.A., one of the Conveyancing Counsel to the Court ; and FREDERICK 
TRENTHAM Mav, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). : 

The Institutes of Justinian, translated into English. With an 
Index. By J. B, Moytx, D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. 
Oxford : Guests Press; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

American Law Review, March-April, 1906. Editors: LEonarp A. 
Jones, Boston; Hannis Taytor, Washington. Reeves & Turner. 

The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir Frepgrick PoLLock, 
Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. April, 1906, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 








Now that the Master of the Rolls has completed fifteen years’ service on 
the bench, there are, says a writer in the Globe, seven judges who have 
earned the right to re on a pension. Four—Lord Justice Stirling, 
Lord Justice Romer, Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, and Sir Richard 
Henn Collins—are members of the Court of Appeal; two—Mr. Justice 
Grantham and Mr. Justice Lawrance—belong to the King’s Bench 
Division ; while Mr. Justice Kekewich is the one Chancery judge who has 
spent fifteen years on the bench. Not until May next year will this 
company of judicial veterans be added to, Sir Barnes, who will be 
the next judge to join it, will be quickly followed by Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, who is the only occupant of the bench appointed during Lord 
Hersche!l’s tenure of the woolsack, 
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Correspondence. 


Married Women Trustees. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The Bill prepared on the instructions of the Law Society, and 
introduced into the House of Lords by Lord Davey, contains the 
following clause: 

“1.—(1) A married woman may, without her husband, dispose of, 
or join in disposing of, real or personal property, held by her, 
solely or jointly with any other person, as trustee or personal repre- 
sentative in like manner as if she were a feme sole. 

‘*(2) This section operates to render valid and confirm all dispositions 
made after the thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-two, whether before or after the commencement 
of this Act, but where any title or right has been acquired through 
or with the concurrence of the husband before the commencement of 
this Act, that title or right shall prevail over any title or right which 
would otherwise be rendered valid by this section.” 

The Bill introduced into the House of Lords last session (and 
also in the previous session) by the late Lord Chancellor, contains the 
following clause: “1. A married woman who, either alone or jointly 
with any other person or persons, is an executrix or administratrix of 
the estate of any deceased person or a trustee of property subject to 
any trust, shall be, and, as from the first day of January one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty-three, shall be deemed to have been 
capable of disposing or of joining in the disposition of any property, 
whether real or personal, forming part of the estate of such deceased 
person or subject to any such trust, without her husband, as if she 
were a feme sole.” 

It is, I think, obvious that the clause in the late Lord Chancellor’s 
Bill is the more satisfactory. Indeed, I venture to doubt whether the 
clause in Lord Davey’s Bill will have the retrospective effect which 
no doubt is intended, The enacting part of the. clause provides that 
&@ married woman may do so-and-so. This can only apply in the 
future. It is true that sub-section 2 says that this section operates to 
render valid and confirm dispositions made since 1882. May not 
some judge hereafter say that this is a mere statement of an intention, 
and not an enactment in the sense intended ? 

Surely it would be better for the present Lord Chancellor to take 
up and pass the Bill of his predecessor. JoHN R. ADAMS, 

66, Cannon-street, E.C., April 11. 





Finance Act, 1894—Fixed Estate Duty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal] 


Sir,—In reply to your correspondent’s letter on p. 374, the fixed 
duty can only be paid in cases where section 16 (1) of the Finance 
Act, 1894, applies. 

That section provides for the payment of the fixed duty of 30s. or 
50s. where the gross value of the estate does not exceed £300 or 
£500. It will be observed that the section incorporates section 33 of 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, and a reference to the 
incorporated section will shew that the whole (i.e., the gross) estate 
must be reckoned ‘‘without any deduction for debts or funeral 
expenses.” 

To determine, therefore, the gross value of the estate for the 
purpose of paying the fixed duty, the mortgage debt created by the 

cannot be deducted. Cus. H, PICKEN. 








New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, 1906. 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1906, or each 
Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the County Court Rules, 
1903, and had been numbered therein by the number of the Order 
and Rule placed in the margin opposite such Rule. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means the 

Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, or in 
the County Court Rules, 1904 or 1905, as the case may be. 
_ These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the Appendix shall 
be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to the County 
Court Rules, 1903, and when it is so expressed shall be used instead 
of the corresponding forms contained in such last-mentioned 
Appendix, or in the Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1904 or 
1905, as the case may 4 

Where any Rule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of 
the County Court Rules, 1903, or the County Court Rules, 1904 or 


Rule or form shall be construed as referring to the Rule or form 
hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 


ORDER V. 
COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION. 


paragraph (c) of Order V., Rule 4, viz. :— 
Provided that if these facts are not known, the plaint may be issued 
and the summons served without their being stated. 


ORDER XVI. 
DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION. 


2. Order XVI., Rule 24a.—Where the amount recovered, or in the 
case of a defendant the amount claimed, does not exceed £10, the 
amount paid in under Rule 23 of this Order, or so much thereof ag 
the court may direct, may be allowed as costs to the party against 
whom discovery is ordered, by interrogatories or otherwise ; but no 
further costs of discovery shall be allowed, unless the judge certifies 
under section 119 of the Act, or by a special order of the judge made 
upon consideration of the facts of the particular case, in either of 
which cases such costs may be allowed on the scale spevified in the 


certificate or order. 
ORDER XXIII 
JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 


Order XXIII., Rule 2, from ‘‘the words in brackets”? to the end 
of that Rule, and the words in brackets in form 151, referring to 
judment against a married woman, are hereby annulled, and the 
following Rule and the formin the Appendix shall stand in lieu 
thereof :— 

3. Order XXITI., Rule 2a.—Where judgment is given against a 
married woman, or against a widow or a divorced woman, in respect 
of a contract or tort before or during coverture, such judgment shall 
be according to the form 151 in the Appendix, with the addition of 
such one in the paragraphs in form 1514 of the Appendix as shall be 
applicable to the circumstances of the case. 

Order XXXIII., Rule 3, is hereby annulled, and the following 
Rule shall stand in lieu thereof. 

4. Order 23, Rule 3a.—Where in any action or proceeding by a 
married woman judgment is given or an order made for payment by 
such married woman of any costs of the opposite party, the judgment 
or order shall be according to the form applicable in the circumstances 
of the case to a judgment against a married woman who is a defend- 
ant, and, unless the judge otherwise orders, there shall be added to 
the judgment or order words reserving liberty to the opposite party 
to apply under section 2 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, 
for payment of such costs out of any property of the married woman 
which is subject to a restraint on anticipation. 


ORDER XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 


Order XXV., Rule 6, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof :— 


5. Order XXV., Rule 6a,—A warrant of execution against goods 
shall bear date on the day on which it is issued, and if unexecuted 
shall remain in force for one year only from and exclusive of such 
date, unless renewed in manner hereinafter provided ; but such 
warrant may, at any time before its expiration, by leave of the Court 
be renewed by the party issuing it for one year from the date of such 
renewal, and so on from time to time during the continuance of the 
renewed warrant. The fact of the renewal of any warrant sball be 
indorsed thereon according to the form in the Appendix; and a 
warrant so renewed shall have effect and be entitled to priority 
according to the time of the application to the registrar for the 
original issue thereof. 


Judgment Summons. 
Order XXV., Rule 25, paragraph 2, and form 176 in the Appendix, 
are hereby annulled, and the following paragraph and the form in the 
Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof :— 
6. Order XXV., Rule 25a.—A person requiring a judgment sum- 
mons to be issued shall file a precipe according to the form in the 
Appendix, stating the full names and address of or otherwise suffi- 
ciently identifying every person against whom it is to be issued ; and 
such statement shall be inserted in the judgment summons and the 
order of commitment (if any). 
1. Order XXV., Rule 26a.—The words “and not to exceed the 
scale of allowance for travelling expenses of a witness prescribed by 
these rules” at the end of Order XXV., Rule 26, paragraph 3, are 
hereby annulled. 
Order XXV., Rule 46, paragraph 4, is hereby annulled, and the 
following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof :— 
8. Order XXV., Rule 46a.—An order of commitment shall be a¢- 
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able to the circumstances of the case, and shall, on whatever day it 
be issued from the registrar’s office, bear date on the day on 
which the order of commitment was made, and shall, if unexecuted, 
remain in force for one year only from and exclusive of such date, 
unless renewed in manner hereinafter provided ; but the judge may 
at any time before or after the expiration of such year, and so on 
from to time, extend the time within which the order may be executed 
for any time not exceeding one year from the date on which it would 
otherwise have ceased to be in force. Anorder of extension may be 
made either before or after the order of commitment is issued ; and 
the fact of an order of extension having been made shall be indorsed 
on the order of commitment according to the form in the Appendix, 


ORDER XXVIL. 
INTERPLEADER. 


9, Order XXVII., Rule 1 (2a).—The words “‘ and within four days 
after receiving the notice mentioned in paragraph (1) of this Rule 
gives notice to the high bailiff of such admission” shall be substituted 
for the words ‘‘and sends notice in due course of post to the high 
bailiff of such admission ” in paragraph (2) of Rule 1 of Order XXVILI. 


ORDER XXXI, 
NEw TRIAL. 


10. Order XXXI., Rule la.—The words ‘‘ or where the opposite 
party acts by a solicitor, by service upon such solicitor in accordance 
with Order LIV., Rule 3,” shall be inserted in Order XXXL., Rule 1, 
after the words ‘‘ his residence or place of business.” 


ORDER XXXYV. 
THE Biuus oF ExcHANGE Act, 1855. 


Order XXXYV., Rule 1, and Forms 25 and 26 in the Appendix, are 
hereby annulled, and the following Rule, and Forms 25, and 264 in 
the Appendix, shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

11, Order XXXV., Rule la.—A summons under the summary 
Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, shall be according to the 
form in the Appendix; and particulars of demand shall be filed on 
the entry of the plaint, which shall state that the bill or note sued 
upon became due and payable within six months before the com- 
mencement of the action, and shall be according to the form in the 
Appendix, mutatis mutandis. 


ORDER XLIII. 
TAXATION OF CHARGES OF RETURNING OFFICERS, &C. 


12. Order XLILI., Rule 5a.—The following words shall be added 
at the end of Order XLIII., Rule 5, viz. :— 
“in accordance with the rules as to service of ordinary sum- 
monees,” 
ORDER LIII. 


Costs AND ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 
Allowance of costs by Judge. 


13. Order LIIT., Rule 7a.—The words ‘‘ 6f unless the judge is 
satisfied that the omission to make the upplication in due time was 
due to mistake or inadvertence, in which case he may, on such terms 
as he may think fit, entertain an application at a later date,” shall be 
added at the end of Order LIII., Rule 7. 

We, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Wood- 
fall, Thomas C. Granger, and H, Tindal Atkinson, being Judges of 
County Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating 
the practice of the courts and forms of proceedings therein, having 
by virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf framed the fore- 
going Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands 
and submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 


(Signed) Witu1aM L. SELFE. 
W. C. SmyYty. 
R. Woopratu. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H, TINDAL ATKINSON, 


Approved, 

(Signed) LorEBury, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
R. Henn Corzis, M.R. 
R. VAUGHAN Wii.iaMs, L.J. 
J. GorELL Barnss, P. 
A. KEKEWICcH, J. 
A. M. OHAnnzgLL, J, 
R. J. Parker 
C. MYLNg BARKER, 

Tallow these Rules, which shall come into force on the Ist day of 
Tune, 1906, 


Signed) Loresurn, C. 
The 4th of April, 1906, — 





APPENDIX, 
25a instead of 25. 


DerauLt Summons unpER THE SumMARY ProcepuRE oN Bits or 
Excnanee Act, 1855. 
[ Heading and Conclusion as in Ordinary Summons, No. 22} 

Take notice, that unless within the period of twelve days from the 
service of this summons on you you obtain leave from the Judge or 
Registrar of this Court to defend this action, the Plaintiff may proceed to 
judgment and execution. 

The Plaintiff’s claim is for £ on a bill of exchange [or 
promissory note], the particulars whereof are hereunto annexed, and the 
sum of for Court fees [and for solicitor’s costs herein] : 
And if the amount thereof be paid to the Registrar of this Court within 
four days from the service hereof, no further proceedings will be taken, 


Leave to defend may be obtained upon application at the office of the 
Registrar of this Court, supported by affidavit, showing that there isa 
defence to the actiou on the merits, or disclosing facts showing that it is 
reasonable that the Defendant should be allowed to defend the action. 


(N.B.—This summons must be served personally on the Defendant 
within a period of twelve months from the date thereof, or within such 
extended period as may be allowed. ] 


Notr.—TZhis summons to be printed in pica type, leaded, on a half sheet of 
salmon tinted foolscap paper, 14 lbs. or thereabouts. 


26a instead of 26. 


Parti¢cvLars In Action unpER Tue Summary Procenvre on Britis or 
Excnance Act, 1885. 


[ Heading and Conclusion as in Form 1.] 


The plaintiff claims £ for principal and interest [or balance of 
principal and interest] due to him as the payee [or indorsee] of a bill of 
exchange [or promissory note] of which the following is a copy. 


[Here copy bill of exchange or promissory note and all indorsements upon it.} 
And also shillings for noting and bank expenses [if paid. ] 


The said bill of exchange [or promissory note] became dus and payable 
within six months before the commencement of this action, that is to say, 
on the day of ° 

: la 


Jupement aGarnst Marriep Woman, Winow, or Drvorcep Woman, 
ALONE OR WITH OTHERS, IN RESPECT OF ANTE-NUPTIAL CONTRACT OR 
Tort, on Contract on Tort purtne CovertTuRE. 


Enter judgment according to form 151, and proceed as follows :— 

(1.) Against married woman, widow, or, divorced woman, in respect of 
ante-nuptial contract or tort. 

And it is ordered that the debt [or damages] and costs hereby recovered 
against the Defendant (name of married woman, widow, 
or dworced woman) shall be payable out of the separate property of the said 
Defendant which she is now or may hereafter be possessed of or entitled to 

or, in case of widow or divorced woman, out of such property of the said 
fendant as during her coverture was her separate property], and any 
property which she may hereafter while discovert be pos of or 
entitled to; Provided that nothing herein contained shall render available 
to satisfy this judgment any separate property which she is now [or, in case 
of widow or divorced woman, was during her coverture] or may hereafter 
be restrained from anticipating, unless by reason of section 19 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, such property shall be available to 
satisfy this judgment notwithstanding such restriction. 


(2.) Against married woman, widow, or divoreed woman, in respect 
contract during coverture made prior to the 5th of December, 1893, (the 
date of the commencement of the Married Women's Property Act, 1893), or 
in respect of tort during coverture. 


And it is ordered that the debt [or damages] and costs hereby recovered 
against the Defendant (name of married woman, widow, or divorced 
woman) shall be payable out of the separate property of the said Defendant 
for, in case of widow or divorced women, out of such property of the said 

efendant as during her coverture was her separate property], and not 
otherwise: Provided that nothing herein contained shall render available 
to satisfy this judgment any separate property which she is [or, in case of 
widow or divorced woman, was during her coverture] restrained from antici- 
pating, unless by reason of section 19 of the Married Women's Property 
Act, 1882, such property shall be available to satisfy this judgment 
notwithstanding such restriction. 


(3.) Against married woman, widow, or divorced woman, in respect of 
contract made on or since the 5th December, 1893. 


And it is ordered that the debt [or damages] and costs hereby recovered 
against the defendant (name of married woman, widow or divorced 
woman) shall be payable out of the separate property of the said Defendant 
which she is now or may hereafter be of or entitled to [or in case 
of widow or divoreed woman, out of such property of the said Defendant as 
during her coverture was her separate property], and any property which 
she may hereafter while discovert be possessed of or entitled to, and not 
otherwise: Provided that nothing herein contained shall render available 
to satisfy this judgment any separate am grat, which at the time of 
entering into the contract sued on in this action or thereafter she was or may 
be restrained from anticipating [or in ease ef widow or divorced woman, which 
she was during her coverture or may hereafter be restrained from 
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anticipating], unless by reason of section 19 of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, such property shall be available to satisfy this judg- 
ment notwithstanding such restriction. 

163A. 
InporsEMENT ON Warrant ofr Execution or Fact or Renewat TueEReor. 


The time during which this warrant is to remain in force was on 


the day of extended by leave of the Court for one year 
from the day of 
Registrar. 
176a instead of 176. 
Prxcire ror JvpaMent Summons. 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Plaint 


No. of J. S. 








Plaintiff’s Names in full 





Plaintiff’s Residence and } 
Occupation. 





Names of all Defendants in full (or other sufficient identification of such 
Defendants). 





of Defendants, with the Nos. of 


Residences or Places of Business 
the Houses, and Occupations. 


Lapply for the issue of a judgment summons against the above-named 
Defendant [name the Defendant, or if there are more Defendants than one, and 
Plaintiff desires to proceed against some or one only, name them or him] in 
respect of a judgment [or an order] of this Court. 

And I undertake to prove to the satisfaction of the Court at the hearing, 
that the judgment debtor has, or has had since the date of the judgment 
{or order], the means to pay the sum in respect of which he has made 
default, and that he has refused or neglected, or refuses or neglects, to 
pay the said sum. 

Iam aware that if I do not prove the same accordingly I shall have to 
pay the costs of this summons. 

Judgment Creditor, 


or 
Solicitor to Creditor. 
Solicitor’s Address, 
TO BE FILLED UP RY CLERK, 
Fol. « Min. Bk. - Fol. 


Ledger 





Amount of judgment [or order] and costs 

Deduct :—Amonunt (if any) in respect of 
which an order of commitment was made 
and defendant was imprisoned before date 
of order as eae a 


Add :—Costs of previous judgment sum- 
monses, hearings, and commitments (if 
any) since date of the judgment [or order] 
allowed by the Judge... eon os 

Deduet :— 

Paid into Court— 
otherwise than under execution against 
the goods evs ose oe oe 
under execution against the goods, after 
deducting costs of execution... Bee it 
Amounts in respect of which an order o 
commitment has been made since date 
judgment [or order], and in respect of 
which defendant has been or may be 
imprisoned ror oo eee Sr 
Amounts which were not required to 
have been paid before the date of this 
summons ... eee ae one os 

Sum in payment of which defendant has 
made default : 











Date when granted / / 190 ae | 











The council of the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland has, says the 
Dublin correspondent of the Times, passed a resolution protesting against 
the suggestion of the Estates Commissioners that the solicitors of Ireland 
are res ible for the delays which have taken place in the completion of 
sales of estates. The council says that this accusation is not in accordance 
with the facts, and that the solicitors have performed their work with 
rapidity and despatch, and have endeavoured to facilitate sales in every 
way in their power. The council believes that the delays in the completion 
of sales are due to insufficiency of staff and pressure of work in the land 
purchase department. 


Although the solicitors have suffered heavy 


pecuniary los thereby, the council has refrained from making public 
complaints. 


ee 


Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». ODELL. No. 2. 8th Dec.; 7th April, 


Lanp Transrer — Forcep Deep— Recrirication — INDEMNITY — Taxiyg 
Dexp to Recistrarn—Act, Neciect, ok Derautt—Lanp Transrer Acr, 
1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 65), 8. 7. 


This was an appeal against the decision of Kekewich, J. (reported 53 
W. R. 541). The case raised an important question upon the construction 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 7, which gives a right of indemnity in 
certain cases of fraud or mistake in the registration of titles. On the 7th 
of December, 1901, Mrs. Connell was registered as proprietor of a charge 
on some propérty at Notting-hill, which was on the register for £350, but 
was subsequently reduced to £300. In February, 1903, Mrs. Connell’s 
solicitor, Alexander Thompson, entered into negotiations with Mr. Odell 
for the transfer to him of this charge. Mr. Odell, after investigating 
the title, agreed to take a transfer. On the 23rd of February Odell 
paid £300 to Thompson in pursuance of a written authority 
purporting to be signed by Mrs. Connell, and received in 
exchange an instrument of transfer, also purporting to be signed 
by Mrs. Connell, and the transfer was registered in due course, 
The authority and the transfer were not, in fact, signed by Mrs. Connell, 
but her name was forged by Thompson, who was subsequently convicted 
of the forgery. As soon as Mrs. Connell discovered the fraud she applied 
to the court for rectification of the register, and by an order made by 
Kekewich, J., on the 25th of June, 1904, the register was ordered to be 
rectified by removing Mr. Odell’s name therefrom, and restoring that of 
Mrs. Connell as proprietor of the charge, and the register was rectified 
accordingly. In these circumstances, Mr. Odell applied to the registrar, 
under sub-section 5 of section 7 of the Land ‘Transfer Act, 1897, to 
determine whether he was entitled to an indemnity under that section, 
The registrar, being of opinion that Mr. Odell had suffered loss by the 
rectification, and that he was not aware of the fraud, and had, in fact, 
exercised reasonable care in the transaction, held that he was entitled 
to indemnity and awarded him the sum of £369 17s. 4d., to be paid out 
of the insurance fund established in that behalf by section 21 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897. The Treasury and the trustees.of the insurance fund 
appealed from this decision. On behalf of the respondent, Mr. Odell, it 
was objected that the appellants had no Jocus s‘andi, and that upon the 
true construction of sub-section 5 of section 7 the sole right of appeal was 
in the applicant for indemnity, but the court overruled this objection, and 
the case was then heard upon its merits. The question depended primarily 
upon the construction of the first four sub-sections of section 7 of the Act 
of 1897, and especially upon the construction of sub-section 4, which 
provides that where the register is rectified under the principal Act by 
reason of fraud or mistake which has occurred in a registered disposition 
for valuable consideration, and which the grantee was not aware of and 
could not by the exercise of reasonable care have discovered, the person 
suffering loss by the rectification shall likewise be entitled to indemnity 
under this section. Kekewich, J., held that the case fell within the 
statute. 

Tue Court (Vavenan Wittiams, Stimiinc, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Vaucnan Wiuiams, L.J.—It has been urged in this case that the 
decision of the House of Lords in the case of The Sheffield Corporation v. 
Barclay (54 W.R. 49; 1905, A. C. 392), and in particular the opinion of 
Lord Davey in that case are applicable in the present case. In other 
words, it is argued that in the case of an application to register a transfer 
under the Land Transfer Acts, 1875, 1897, by the registered proprietor of 
a charge to another person as proprietor there is implied by law a contract 
by the person making the application to register to keep indemnified 
the person having the duty to register against any liability which may 
result from the exercise of the duty to register, and that the person 
requesting, directing, or demanding registration will be liable to the 
obligations of such implied contract notwithstanding the fact that 
he was not aware of any invalidity in his title to make such 
request, and could not with reasonable diligence have discovered 
it. I do not think that it was argued that this implied covenant 
would arise in every case of a person applying for registration 
under the Land Transfer Acts; for instance, I do not think that 
it was argued that such an implied contract to indemnify would arise 
in the case of an application for registration of any person as proprietor 
of freehold land with an absolute title, which registration, by the 
terms of section 7 of the Act of 1875, vests in the person so registered 
an estate in fee simple in such land, and is the act of the registrar acting 
to some extent in a judicial capacity, hearing objections and determining 
them, subject to an appeal to the court. It seems to me, therefore, that 
before the court can come to the conclusion that the principle declared by 
the decision in the House of Lords in The Sheffie®™l Corporation v. Barclay 
applies to a person applying to register and registering a transfer by the 
registered proprietor of a charge on land, the court must examine carefully 
what are the provisions of the Land Transfer Acts, 1875, 1897, generally, 
and in particular in regard to the transfer of such charges. In my 
opinion, however, it is not necessary to decide this question in the 
present case, and for this reason—that either the plaintiff is oF 
he is not entitled to the statutory indemnity under the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, If he is so entitled, this is wholly inconsistent with the 
application of the principle of The Sheffield Corporation v. Barclay. It he 
is not so entitled, this appeal must succeed, whether or not the principle 





of The Sheffield Corporation v, Barclay applies to applications to registt 
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under the Land Transfer Acts. No question is raised on this appeal as to 
obligation on the applicant to indemnify the registrar. will pro- 
ceed, therefore, to examine those Acts. It is to be remembered that the 
object of the Land Transfer Acts, as the preamble states, is to make pro- 
yision for the simplification of the title to land, and for facilitating the 
transfer of land in England by means of registration. I will now examine 
what are the provisions of the Act of 1875. Part I. deals with the entry 
of land on register of title. Section 5 deals with the nam for regis- 
tration with an absolute title, or with a possessory title only; section 6 
with the evidence of title required on application. Section 7 provides 
that the first registration of any person as proprietor of freehold land 
with an absolute title shall vest in the person so registered an 
estate in fee simple in such land. Section 8 provides that the 
registration of any person as first registered ‘proprietor of freehold 
land with a possessory title only shall not affect or prejudice 
the enforcement of any estate right or interest adverse to or in derogation 
of the title of such first registered proprietor and subsisting or capable of 
arising at the time of the registration of such proprietor, but save as afore- 
said shall have the same affect as registration of a person with an absolute 
title. It would appear, therefore, that, subject to the provisions for 
rectification, registration as proprietor of freehold land with an absolute 
title is not liable to be affected by the enforcement of any estate right or 
interest adverse to or in derogation of such title. Section 10 provides for 
the delivery to the registered proprietor of a certificate called a land 
certificate, which certificate, I think, is rightly stated in the note on p. 151 
of Brickdale and Sheldon’s Land Transfer Act (2nd ed.) for almost all 
purposes to take the place of title deeds. Then follow the sections 
dealing with registration of leasehold land, and in this case also the 
registration as first registered proprietor, with a declaration that the 
lessor had an absolute title to grant the lease under which the land is held, 
is to be deemed to vest in such person the possession of the land for 
all the leasehold estate therein described. Section 17 deals with the 
regulations as to the examination of title by the registrar in the case of 
freehold and leasehold land, and sub-section 1 provides for prescribed 
notices giving persons an opportunity to come in and object, and sub- 
section 2 provides that the registrar shall have jurisdiction to hear and 
determine any such objections, subject to an appeal to the court. The 
registrar in this case would seem to be exercising a judicial function. 
Part II. deals with registered dealings with registered land, and provides 
for the creation of charges by every registered proprietor of freehold or 
leasehold land, and the delivery of a certificate of charge. And the 
remainder of the sections under this head deal with the covenants to be 
implied upon the registration of such mortgage or charge and other 
matters as to the entry on the land by the registered proprietor of a 
registered charge, his power of sale, priority, and discharge of registered 
charges. Section 29 deals with the transfer of freehold land by registered 
proprietors of such land and fordelivery to the transferee of a land certiticate. 
Section 30 provides that a transfer for valuable consideration of freehold land 
registered with an absolute title shall, when registered, confer on the trans- 
feree an estate in fee simple in the land transferred free from all other estates 
or interests whatsoever, including estates and interests of her Majesty. 
Under the heading ‘‘ Transfer of leasehold land ’’ one finds mutatis mutandis 
similar provisions with regard to transfers of leasehold land in the case of 
transfer for valuable consideration of leasehold land with a declaration of 
absolute title of lessor. It seems to me difficult, in the case of the applica- 
tion by a person for registration resulting in his registration as first 
registered proprietor of freehold land or of leasehold land with a declara- 
tion of the absolute title of the lessor, to raise the implied covenant to 
indemnify the registrar such as that referred in the decision of the 
House of Lords in Shefield Corporation v. Barclay, in case the regis- 
tered proprietor shall turn out not to have a good title. So far as the 
title of the first registered proprietor is concerned, the words as to the 
conferring on the transferee in the one case an estate in fee simple, 
and in the other case the words as to vesting in the transferee 
the possession, do not seem to be reconcileable with the raising of 
such implied covenant of indemnity. I will now deal with section 
40, which deals with the transfer of charges. It provides that the 
registered proprietor of any charge may in the prescribed manner transfer 
such charge to another person as proprietor. The transfer shall be com- 
pleted by the registrar entering on the register the transferee as proprietor 
of the charge transferred. The registrar shall also, if required, deliver to 
the transferee a fresh certificate of charge, but the transferor shall be 
deemed to remain proprietor of such charge until the name of the trans- 
feree is entered on the register in respect thereof. In Schedule I., section 
40, it is provided that a registered transferee for value shall not be affected 
by any irregularity or invalidity in the original charge itself of which the 
transferee was not aware when it was transferred to him. This schedule 
is the schedule of minor amendments which derives its legislative force 
from section 18 of the Act of 1897. I will now deal with the Act of 1897, 
and in particular with the indemnity section 7 and its relation to the facts 
of the present case. In construing section 7 it is to be remembered that 
the Act of 1875, sections 95 and 96, which provided for rectification, 
made no provision for indemnity, whereas section 7 of the Act 
of 1897 not only makes provision for indemnity, but seems by 
sub-section 2 to extend the area of rectification. Section 7 of the Act 
of 1897 begins thus with sub-section 1. {His lordship read the sub-section, 
and continued:] This sub-section has no application to the present case, 
use the entry of the name of Mr. Odell is capable of rectification. 
Sub-section 2 of section 7 provides: (His lordship read the sub-section, and 
continued :] This sub-section seems to extend the area of rectification, 
for it provides for rectification in cases where the effect would be to destroy 
estates or rights acquired by registration under this Act. The sub-section 


section 7 excludes from indemnity a person who has contributed to any 
loss by his act, neglect, or default. In this case the facts found prevent 
this part of the sub-section from applying to Mr. Odell. The latter 
part of this sub-section deals with omissions to register. It runs 
thus: [His lordship read the sub-section, and continued:] It is 
under this sub-section, if at all, that Mr. Odell can claim indem- 
nity for loss suffered by him from the rectification of the register by 
the erasure of his name as registered proprietor of this charge. These 
words are undoubtedly — of a construction wide enough to su 

Mr. Odell’s claim to indemnity on the ground that he has cultered 
loss by the rectification of the register necessitated by reason of the fraud 
and forgery of the name of the registered proprietor of the charge, but on 
its true construction I do not think that this sub-section entitles Mr. Odell 
to indemnity. It is true that the register has been rectified by reason of 
fraud which has occurred in a registered disposition for valuable considera- 
tion, but in my judgment the whole scheme of the Acts is to afford 
facilities and give security in the transfer of land and in the creation and 
transfer of incumbrances thereon to those who have acquired estates or 
rights by registration, or to those who have for valuable consideration 
become transferees from registered proprietors of land or charges. I 
cannot, having regard to the decision of this court and the observations of 
Cozens-Hardy, L.J., speak in relation to this Act of legal estates as 
passing by reason of registration but merely of overriding rights; but, 
using the words “‘ estates and rights’’ (which are the words used in the 
95th section of the Act of 1875) in the sense of overriding rights, I 
think that Mr. Odell has no claim to indemnity under this clause. His 
name as registered proprietor of the charge has not been put on the 
register after any judicial investigation, such as that which takes place 
before the registration of a person as first registered proprietor of freehold 
land with absolute title or a qualified title (see sections 7, 8, 9 of the Act 
of 1875), or the registration of the first registered proprietor of leasehold 
land with a declaration of title of lessor to grant the lease (see section 13 of 
of the Act of 1875, and rule 46 of the Rules of 1898). The act of the 
registrar in putting the name of a transferee of a charge on the register is 
a mere ministerial act in the performance of a ministerial duty. It confers 
on the transferee no estate or right which he had not before registration. 
The utmost which it confers on him is the capacity to transfer to a pur- 
chaser for valuable consideration unaware of any irregularity in the 
transaction. But it may be said that Mr. Odell by the rectification of the 
register has lost this capacity to transfer, because until the rectification by 
the erasure of his name from the register he could have given a good title 
to a transferee of the charge for valuable consideration, and that by the 
erasure he has lost this, but I do not think that it is by the erasure that he 
has lost this capacity ; he could not, in my judgment, have exercised this 
power given to him by the ministerial, not the judicial, act of the registrar 
after notice of the fact of the forgery, and I think that he could be 
restrained by injunction from so doing. There is one more suggestion 
with which I have to deal—that is, that the words of amendment 40 in 
the first schedule to the Land Transfer Act of 1897, which is an amend- 
ment of section 40 of the principal Act, properly construed, affect the 
title of registered transferees of ac with any irregularity or invalidity 
in respect of title, unless such irregularity or invalidity is to be found in 
the original charge itself. But I do not agree in this construction. It is 
to be observed that in the case of charges the object of the Act is to pro- 
tect those who take a charge in reliance on the Act and following the 
steps prescribed by the Act. Now it is plain that the original charge, if 
it is invalid by reason of forgery or otherwise, has not been made good by 
being placed on the register; there is no judicial act such as there is on 
the first registration of title to freehold or leasehold land, and the result 
is that the original charge on which the whole succession of transfers is 
based is itself invalid, and I am inclined to think that this accounts for 
and is the reason of the amendment in question in the first schedule of 
the Act of 1897. I think that Mr. Odell is not entitled to indemnity, and 
that this appeal must be allowed. 

Srreic and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., also delivered judgments allowing 
the appeal.—Covnset, Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G., and R. J. Parker; P. 0. 
Lawrence, K.C., and Baden Fuller. Souscrrors, The Treasury Solicitor ; 


J. T. Rossiter. 
[Reported by J. I. Srinuiva, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. DE WINTON. Farwell, J. 
4th, 5th, and 7th April. 


Mvnicrrat Corporation—Borrowrnc Powers—U.trri Vires—Liariiry 
or Treasurern—Mvnicrrat Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vier. c. 50) 
—Pvsiuc Hravra Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vier. c. 55)—Prvetic Avrnorrries 
Prorection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vier. c. 61), s. 1. 


Action by the Attorney-General at the relation of O. F. E. Allen, and 
also by the relator, who was a burgess and town councillor of the Borough 
of Tenby. The defendant, W. S. de Winton, was the treasurer of the 
borough and also the South Wales district manager of Lloyd’s Bank 
(Limited). The defendant was ee treasurer on the 6th of July, 
1903, the corporation at that date having an overdraft at the said bank 
beyond their statutory powers of borrowing of £4,959 lls. 9d. On the 23rd 
of July, 1903, the council of the said borough passed a resolution ‘‘ That 
Lloyd’s Bank (Limited), at Haverfordwest, being the bankers of the 
corporation, be and they are hereby authorized to honour all cheques 
drawn on the treasurer, whether the account be in credit or overdrawn, 
signed by any three members of the town council for the time 





Sppears only to apply to land, but this is not very clear. Sub-section 3 of 


being, and countersigned by the town clerk, and to accept the 
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indorsement of the said town clerk upon all cheques paid to the 
credit of the account, and that the authority be given under the 
common seal.”” On the 18th of June, 1904, the overdraft had increased 
to £5,795, and at the date of the commencem=2nt of the action amounted 
to £3,707, but had since been discharged. During the period between the 
defendant’s appointment and the commencement of the action, the 
borough had accounts of their borough fund under the Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1882, and of their district rates, and water rates under 
the Public Health Act, 1875, and of harbour and pier rates under private 
Acts and orders; all these accounts fluctuated from time to time, but were 
always overdrawn to some extent, and on all of them the defendant had 
debited the borough and credited himself with interest at 4} per cent., 
with quarterly rests, the total amount of such interest for the period 
from the 23rd of July, 1903, to the 30th of June, 1904, was £215 5s. 6d. 
On the 26th of September, 1904, the writ in this action was issued claiming 
(1) a declaration that the payment made by the defendant as such treasurer, 
or charged against the said borough by the defendant in his accounts as 
such treasurer, as and by way of interest on certain overdrafts, granted to 
the said bcrough by the defendant or by Lloyd's Bank (Limited), were 
illegal, and to the knowledge of the defendant beyond the powers of the 
corporation of Tenby and a breach of trust, and (2) an injunction to restrain 
the defendant from any further payments out of the funds of the corpora- 
tion, of any further sums by way of interest upon any of the said 
overdrafts. For the plaintiff it was stated that no imputation was made 
against the defendant, the action being to determine points of law only. 
It was contended that the corporation defrayed the interest on their said 
overdrafts from time to time by means of pier and harbour rents, rates, 
and tolls, and that this was illegal. For the defendant it was contended 
that he had acted as the servant and by the order of the corporation in 
execution of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and the Public Health 
Act, 1875. He also relied on the Public Health Act, 1875, s. 265, and the 
Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, s. 1. He also contended that the 
corporation ought to be made defendants. 

Farwe., J., in the course of his judgment, overruled the objection 
that the borough were necessary parties to the action ; no claim was made 
against the borough ; they would not be bound by any decision in that 
action, and their interests were not likely to be prejudiced by any lack of 
information on the defendant’s part, inasmuch as the town clerk happened 
to be the defendant’s solicitor in the action. He did not think the 
defendant's contention that he was not personally liable, but merely acted 
as the servant of the borough, was well founded. It has been settled since 
Lord Cottenham’s decision in Attorney-General v. Aspinall (2 M. & C. 613) 
that property held for public purposes is held upon charitable trusts. 
[He also referred to Stevens v. Chown (1901, 1 Ch. 894) and Yorkshire 
Miners v. Howden (53 W. R. 65).] The court could restrain the 
borough from misapplying these funds on the ground of breach 
of trust: Attorney-General v. Newcastle-on-Tyne (23 Q B. D. 492). 
The defendant was clearly amenable to the jurisdiction of the court, and 
could not escape by pleading the wrongful orders of hisemployers. There 
was no question of repayment here, but if there had been, the defendant 
knew that this was a trust fund and would have been liable to refund: 
Forton v. Manchester (44 L. T. 406). The treasurer was not a mere servant 
of the council, so as to enable him to plead their orders as an excuse for an 
unlawful act: Reg. v. Saunders (24 L. J. M. C. 45). As regarded the sug- 
gested analogy to the class of contracts that might bind a corporation 
although not under seal, the borrowing powers of the borough in this 
case were subject to statutory conditions, and could not be dispensed 
with: Richter v. Hughes (2 B. & C. 499) and Wenlock v. River Dee 
Co. (10 A. C. 354). The case was indistinguishable in principle 
from the decision in Smith v. Southampton Corporation (87 L. T. 171). 
His lordship could see no ground for holding the overdrafts to be lawful, 
or for allowing the treasurer to credit himself, at the expense of 
the borough funds, with 4} per cent. interest thereon, with quarterly rests. 
The objection that the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, had provided the 
remedy of certiorari, or there could be an appeal against the rate, was 
disposed of by the judgment in Attorney-General v. Aspinall (supra), and 
had been dealt with in Tynemouth Corporation v. Attorney-General (1899, 
A. C. 293). With regard to the contention that, the accounts having been 
audited under the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, the plaintiff could 
not question such audit, his lordship stated that his attention had not 
been called to any section making such audit finally binding on the 
borough and the burgesses, and he saw no reason for holding that such an 
audit as had been put in evidence was a bar to proceedings against the 
treasurer to disallow some of the items which went to make up that over- 
draft : Thomas v. Devonport Corporation (48 W.R 89). His lordship made 
a declaration that the defendant was not entitled to credit himself or to 
debit any of the borough funds with interest on any of the overdrafts 
appearing in the accounts heretofore put in by him as treasurer since his 
appointment. His lordship, thinking that it would probably be less 

ensive, expressed himself as quite willing to accept the defendant’s 
undertaking in lieu of granting an injunction. The defendant was ordered 
to pay the coets of the action.—Covunset, Upjohn, K.C., and E. @. Palmer ; 
Maemorran, K.C., R. C. Glen, and Bethune, Sorscrrors, Smith, Rendell, & 
Dods, for Lort Stokes, Tenby ; Baker & Co. 


(Reported by P. W. Peac, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 

BROOKES +. HANSEN. Joyce, J. 4th, 5th, 6th, and 11th April. 
Compaxy — Prospectvs— Omission vrom Prospecrvs—Svun-purcnaseR— 

Compasies Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 48), 8. 10, sub-section 1 (¥), 
This was an action by ashareholder of the South African Super-Aeration 
(Limited) against the defendants, who were directors of that company, to 
recover compensation for loss sustained by him by reason of alleged untrue 
statements contained in the prospectus of the said company, and of the 





suppression of material facts therefrom. The company was incorporated 
on the Ist of June, 1901, under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 
with a nominal share capital of £125,000, divided into 125 000 shareg 
of £1 each. The prospectus of the company was issued on or about the 
1st of June, 1901. The objects of the company were to acquire 
rights for Cape Colony, Natal, Orange River Colony, Transy, 
Rhodesia from a company called the African Patent Rights (Limited) 
The purchase price for these patents was £58,500. This appeared on the 
prospectus, as also the contract dated the Ist of June, 1901, under which 
the purchase was effected. Bya contract dated the 11th of May, 199) 
the property acquired by the company had been sold to the African 
Patents Rights (Limited) for £15,000. The purchase price under this 
contract was only paid the day previous to the issue of the prospectus, 
This contract was mentioned in the prospectus, but not the amount 
under it by the African Patent Rights (Limited), nor the name and addregg 
of the vendor. The plaintiff received a copy of the prospectus, and applied 
for and was allotted eighty shares in the company, which he paid for in 
full, These shares turned out to be worthless, and the plaintiff com. 
menced this action. The principal point to be decided turned on section 
10, sub-section 1 (f), of the Companies Act, 1900, which provides that 
every prospectus issued by or on behalf of a company must state “ the 
names and addresses of the vendors of any property purchased or acquired 
by the company, or proposed so to be purchased or acquired, which 
is to be paid for wholly or partly out of the  ohapany of the issue offered 
for subscription by the prospectus, or the purchase or acquisition of which 
has not been completed at the date of publication of the prospectus, 
and the amount payable in cash, shares, or debentures to the vendor, 
and where there is more than one separate vendor, or the company 
is a sub-purchaser, the amount so payuble to each vendor.’’ For the 
plaintiff it was contended that, under the circumstances of the case, the 
company was a sub-purchaser within the meaning of the sub-section, and 
that the name and address of the vendor who sold under the contract of 
the 11th of May, 1901, and the amount payable to him should have been 
set forth in the prospectus in order to comply with the requirements of 
the statute. For the defendants it was urged that the requirements of the 
statute had been fully complied with, but that even if this were not so the 
disclosure or non-disclosure of the contract of the 11th of May did not 
affect the plaintiff’s mind in applying for shares: Macleay v. Tuit (1906, 
A. C. 24). 

Joyce, J., in delivering a considered judgment, said that the property 
sold to the company had been purchased by their vendors not long pres 
viously from someone else, and the purchase-money payable to him had 
in fact been discharged only the day before the issue of the prosp2ctus, 
when completion of this prior purchase took place pursuant to the terms 
of the contract between the parties, and such contract was then completed 
to all intents and purposes. There was no suggestion in the sub-section of 
any obligation to disclose the amount of the purchase-money, however small, 
paid by the vendor upon his acquisition of the property, however recent, 
A company was not a sub-purchaser for the purposes of this sub-section, 
unless it had to pay purchase-money to someone other than its own 
vendor, and the sub-section did not require a statement in the company’s 
prospectus of the amount of any consideration paid or to be paid by any 
one other than the company. The company was not a sub-purchaser 
within thejmeaning of the sub-section. The action therefore failed, and 
must he dasbeel with costs.—Counset, Younger, K.C., and Ricardo; 
Hughes, K.C., and Holmes. Soutcrrors, Joseph Davis ; Ingle, Holmes, Sons, 

Pott. 
$ [Reported by P. Joun Borann, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hall of the society on Friday, the 27th of April, at two o'clock, forthe 
purposes hereinafcer mentioned. 

The President will present the prizes and certificates awarded to success- 
ful candidates at the Honours Examination, January, 1906. 

Mr. Pariurmore will move: “That in view of the persistent efforts 
made to establish a public official trustee, this meeting is of opinion that 
it is inexpedient merely to object negatively to the suggested extension of 
officialism, and considers that it would be wiser to formulate an alternative 
constructive policy, and therefore requests the Council to consider and to 
report at the next general meeting as to the expediency of this society 
undertaking the custody of trust property, and of providing a registry of 
annual audited trust accounts available for the inspection of all benefi- 
ciaries vested or contingent.’’ 

Mr. J.8. Runtysrery will move : “ (1) That having regard to the fact that 
the imperfections, complications and dangers of the registration system have 
been so clearly pointed out and condemned by the judges in the recent 
cases of The Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (1903), Attorney-General ¥. 
Odell (1905), and Marshall v. Robertson (1905), this meeting herby records its 
opinion that the order made in 1898 applying the compulsory provisions of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to the County of London should be sus- 
pended in accordance with the provisions in the Act, leaving landowners 
free to register or not, as they consider best in their own interest. (2) 
That a copy of the foregoing resolution be sent to the Lord Chancellor, 
the Prime Minister, the President of the Privy Council, and tie London 
County Council. (3) That communications be sent to the following bodies 
who have already expressed an unfavourable opinion as to the working of 
the existing system of compulsory registration with a view to arranging for 
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a deputation to attend upon the Lord Chancellor on the subject : The Cor- 
‘on of the City of London, the eighteen Metropolitan Borough Councils 
a Bag a petition presented to Parliament in June, 1903, the Auctioneers’ 
| erst Building Sovieties’ Association, Central Association of Bankers, 
Incor: rated Association for the Protection of Property Owners, Land 
Law orm Association, London Chamber of Commerce, Surveyors’ 
Institute, and United Property Uwners’ and Ratepayers’ Association.’’ 

Mr. PHILLiMorE wili move: ‘* That the time has arrived when (failing 
its total abolition) @ more equitable arrangement of the solicitors’ certi- 
ficate tax should be sought for—(a) by abolishing the distinction between 
town and country certificates ; (6) by imposing a certificate upon 

tising barristers as well as upon practising solicitors; and (c) by 
Peeusting its collection to the Income Tax Commissioners with instruc- 
tions to assess the tax proportionately to the income earned, thus abolish- 
ing the present inequitable anomaly that the recipient of a professional 
income of £150 pays the same amount of certificate duty as the 
practitioner who earns £1,500 a year.’’ ; 

Mr. Cuantes Forp will ask : ‘* Whether the Council propose to take any 
action in reference to a resolution unanimously passed at a meeting of the 
society held on the 25th of April, 1902, such resolution having reference 
to removing names of solicitors from the roll? ’’ 

Mr. O. Forp will ask: ‘“‘ Whether the Council is of opinion that section 
4of the Solicitors Act, 1843, ought to be amended so that no solicitor shall 
have more than one articled clerk at one and the same time bound by 
articles of clerkship to serve him ; and further, that no solicitor shall be com- 
petent to grant such articles of clerkship uuless, and until, he has taken 
out six annual certificates to practise? ”’ 

Mr. Oxantes Foxp will move: ‘‘ That in the opinion of this meeting the 
question of the suitability of members of the scciety to serve as members 
of the Council is a matter for the general body of the members of the 
society, rather than for those who are already members of the Council ; 
and this meeting is of opinion that those candidates for election on the 
Council who are nominated by the president and vice-president of the 
society are apt to secure an unfair advantage over other equally suitable 
candidates not so nominated, and therefore this practice ought to be dis- 

tinued.” 
our. Osartzs Forp will ask: ‘‘ In what number of cases during the past 
ten years action has been taken under Bye-laws Nos. 11 and 12, and 
whether, in the opinion of the Council, these bye-laws call for revision, 
with a view to easier methods for securing the suspension or expulsion of 
members? Also, how many members of the society during the past five 
years have been excluded from membership by reason ot bankruptcy, or 
arrangement or composition with creditors ?”’ 

Mr. Harvey Cuirron will move: ‘‘ That this general meeting of the 
Law Society observes with satisfaction and pleasure the inclusion of two 
members of the society in the new Cabinet, and tenders its congratulations 
to the Right Hon. Sir Henry Fowler, M.P., and to the Right Hon. D. 
Lloyd-George, M.P. ‘That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each 
member.”’ 

Mr. T. H. Encart will move: ‘* That this meeting considers it desirable 
that two additional telephones should be fixed in the building for the use 
of members.”’ 

Mr. Pumirmore will ask: ‘‘ Why has the Council rescinded the regula- 
tion, till lately in force, which limited smoking and the service of coffee 
and other light refreshments to one portion only of that part of the 
Library which is officially designated as the ‘Common Room’?”’ 

Mr. Cnartes Forp will ask: ‘* Whether those using the register of the 
society should not be required to furnish enough information (in the case 
of money available for loan by way of mortgage) #6 enable others who use 
the said register to know whether it is worth while to open communica- 
tion with such advertisers ?”’ E. W. Witu1amson, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C., April 10. 


General Council of the Bar. 


The following are extracts from the annual statement for 1905-1906 : 

The Long Vacation.—In accordance with the resolution adopted at the 
last meeting of the bar, the Council transmitted a copy thereof to the 
Lord Chancellor. The Council are taking fresh steps to represent the oft- 
repeated wishes of the bar on this matter to the authorities, and they are 
not without hope that an alteration in the dates of the Long Vacation may 
before long be effected. 

County Court Judges Acting as Arbitrators for Remuneration.—It having come 
to the knowledge of the Council that some of the county court judges 
entertained the view that it was competent for them to act as arbitrators, 
and to be paid for their services as such, the Council in May last adopted 
the following resolution, and brought it to the notice of the Lord 
Chancellor: ‘‘ That the Council are of opinion that it is most undesirable, 
on the grounds of public policy, that any county court judge should act as 
arbitrator for payment, and that in their view so to act would be in direct 
— of the provisions of section 14 of the County Courts Act, 


Nomination by a Chief Constable of a County of Solicitors and Counsel to Conduct 
Prosecutions at Assizes.—Mention was made in the last annual statement that 
the Council had appointed a special committee to inquire into and report 
to them upon this matter. The committee report that they are unanimously 
of opinion: (1) That the nomination by a chief constable of counsel to 
—- at assizes is highly undesirable both in the interests of public 

ustice and of the profession ; (2) that the system recently adopted at 
——— Assizes is also undesirable ; 8 that the system existing in other 
counties, by which the choice of counsel to conduct prosecutions is left to 
oe eee on of the clerks to the magistrates, has worked well and is to 








——_—_—_—_—+-— 


Abolition of Drinking Bars in the Royal Courts of Justice.—In November 
last the Council received and unanimously the following report of 
the Court Buildings Committee: Your committee beg to remind the 
Council of the following resolution adopted by the Council on August 6th, 
1900, ‘‘ That the two refreshment bars in the corridors are w 
and ought to be abolished.” Your committee, by direction of the Council 3 
have again taken this matter into their consideration, and regret to have to 
report that the circumstances have not altered since the adoption of the 
resolution above referred to. They have ascertained that there are still six 
drinking bars available for the public within the building, viz., two in the 
court corridors, three on the Strand level, and one in the east block on 
the lower level. Your committee are unanimously and strongly o 
opinion that drinking bars in the court corridors are out of + 
and that they —"* be abolished. They desire, further, to point 
out that, if such are abolished and accommodation elsewhere in the 
courts is required for the convenience of the public, there is a bar at 
present unused on the Strand level of the courts which can be utilised, and 
that if still further opportunities are required there is ample s on the 
said Strand level to establish additional refreshment bars. Gens com- 
mittee, therefore, respectfully suggest that the Council should at once 
submit a further representation on this matter to the Lord Chancellor. 
The substance of the above report was conveyed by the Chairman of the 
Council to the late Lord Chancellor, who in reply was good enough to 
say that he would consider the subject with a desire to meet the views of 
the Council in the matter. The Council regret that the refreshment bars 
in the corridors are still in existence, but the Council are not without hope 
that the present Lord Chancellor will see fit to tak+ action in the matter. 

Stamving Vouchers for Fees.—In May last the Council received a com- 
munication from the Board of Inland Revenue raising the question of the 
liability of counsels’ vouchers for fees to stamp duty under the Stamp 
Acts, 1870 and 1891, and inviting the observations of the Council upon 
the matter. The Board further proposed that the Council should join 
them in submitting a test case to the courts, in order that the question 
might be judicially determined. The Council being sensible of the courtesy 
thus extended to them by the board, and having regard to the importance 
to the profession of the question so raised, expressed their willingness to 
facilitate the matter, and a joint case is now in course of preparation for 
submission to the court. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chaneery-lane, on the 11th inst., Mr. 
R. W. Tweedie ia the chair, the other directors present being Sir George 
Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), A. Davenport, Chas. 
Goddard, J. R. B. Gregory, Samuel Harris (Leicester), W. G. King, C. G. 
May, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sumof £690 
was — in grants of relief, and other general business was 
transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 28th and 29th of 


March, 1906: 

First Cxass. Dickinson, Charles Lempriére 
Gold, Reginald Elijah Herbert 
Goodali, Tom Dickson, Arthur Hubert 


Dickson, Arthur Lorimer 

Edmunds, Joseph Charles 

Edney, Harry William 

Elphinston, Thomas George, B.A. 
Camb.) 


Jackson, James Augustus 
Seager, Walter George Gill 
Swallow, Harold Edward 
Wills, Alban Noel 
PassEp. 
Anthony, John Richard 
Armstrong, Charles 
Barnes, Benjamin 
Beecroft, Philip Beilby 
Blackett, Henry Middleton Fisher, Edwin 
Bolton, Harry Fletcher, Charles James 
Boxall, Alleyne Percival, B.A. Flint, Alfred Howard 
(Oxon ) Foulstone, Charles Stuart 


Evans, Arthur John 
Ellis Nissi 


Ezra, issim 
Falkner, Francis Sherard Melville 
Fernell, William Tudor 


Bryant, Henry Norman Beecher Fraser, Gordon 
Burrows, Henry Charles Hiram Freeman, James Little 
Buzzard, Harold Lindsey Garner, Thomas 
Carter, Harold Gordon, B.A. Goldberg, Joseph 
(Camb. Gramshaw, Hugh 
Carter, Walter Gunter, John George 
Chant, Harold Vivian Harris, Arthur Lea 
Clarkson, Sidney Richard Hazel, Roland Henry 


Clough, John William Sibly Hechler, Ernest Henry 
Collisson, Edwin Read Holland, Herbert Douglas 


Connolly, e Augustus Victor Holmes, Harry Hogar 
"Philip award Jackson, 


Cooper, P: ackson, George Ogilvy, B.A. 
Cort, James Russell (Oxon.) 

Cosens, Herbert George James, Howell Ewart, B.A. (Wales) 
Crafter, Herbert George Edward Jel, Herbert William, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Dale, Harold Johnson, Sidney Midlane 

David, Peter Jones, Barry St. Patrick 

Deacon, Walter John Keene, Claude Hansard Reynals 
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Kelly, Herbert 

Kent, Edward Ernest 

Kentish, Edgar, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Kenyon, Geoffrey 

*King, Stephen William 

Kirby, Ernest Seymour 

Kirby, Frank 

Knowles, Edwin Arthur 

Lawrence, Arthur 

*Lee-Barber, Geoffrey John 

Leigh-Clare, Gerald Leigh 

Lithgow, Samuel 

Longbotham, Cyril Murgatroyd 

Lovelace, Thomas White 

*McCall, Harold William Lockhart, 
B.A. (Camb.) 

Morgan, Evan David 

Mulcahy, John Henry 

Myers, William Ewart 

Noble, Archibald Francis 

Notley, George Marwood 

Owen, Roland Herbert 

Owens, Thomas Roberts 

Perkins, Daniel 

Phelips, Edward Frederick, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Porter, Robert Hornby 

Price, John Edwards Nesbitt 

Richards, Edward Stuart 

Richards, John Eugene 

Roberts, Edward 

Roper, John 

Russell, William 


Russell-Pavier, Gordon Somerville 

Russill, William Richard 

Rutherford, John Hughes 

Scott, Inver Lyle 

Scott, Robert Hamilton 

Seager, Charles Browett 

Simmons, John Barnett: 

Simpson, Odo Louis David Mackay 

Smith, Calvert Hawkins Evelyn 

Smith, Harry Elmore 

Sparks, Lionel Cuthbert Langdon 

Stanton, Frederick Charles 

Strickland, Herbert Slade 

Sugden, Arthur 

Taylor, Basil Charles Walton 

Taylor, Lewis Walter 

Taylor, William Kingsley 

Thatcher, George Robin 

Todd, Robert Geoffrey 

Tyler, Arthur 

Vos, George Henry 

Wallace, George Frederick 

Wegg, Hugh Neville, B.A. (Camb.) 

Westbrook, Joseph Randal 

Whitehead, Charles Frederick 

Whitehead, Hugh Christopher 

Whittaker, Henry 

Wilkins, Archie Raymond 

Wilson, Harold Graham, 
(Camb.) 

Winnett, Gerald Harcourt 

Woosnam, Charles Earnshaw 

Wright, Robert, B.A. (Camb.) 


B.A. 


* These Candidates have to satisfy the Examiners in Accounts and Book-keeping before 
receiving a Certificate. 





FINAL EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 26th and 27th of 


March, 1906: 
Acomb, George Cecil, LL.B. (Lond.) 


Amphlett, Richard Ferrand, B.A. 


(Uxon.) 
Bailey, Seth John 
Bird, Walter Leonard 
Blatch, Charles Beamish 
Bockett, Arthur 
Cahill, Michael Frederick 
Caporn, Francis Meredith 
Chatham, Edward 
Clough, Jonathan Rhodes 
Coates, Thomas 
Cooke, Charles Taylor 
Crowther, James Ashworth 
Dales, Edward, LL.B. (Lond.) 
Davies, Theophilus Howell 
Davis, Charles James 
Davison, Thomas Alwin 
Daynes, Gilbert William 
Deards, Charles 
Devas, Gabriel Edward 
Deverill, George 
Douglas, Malcolm Gordon 
Downing, Charles Vincent 
Duckham, Thomas Henry 
Duke, Horace 
Emery, Hubert Joseph 
Evans, Evan William 
Farrar, Campbell Weston 
Fletcher, William Hall 
Galer, Hugh Arthur, B.A. (Oxon.) 
George, William 
Green, Cyril Robert 
Griffith, Samuel 
= James Francis Ellington 


Hart, Henry Robert 

Haywood, Christopher 

Hellard, John Alexander 

Hill, Walter Fitzgerald, B.A. 
(Oxen.) 

Holland, Richard, M.A. (Oxon.) 

Holt, Percy 

Howarth, Alfred 

Hudson, Edgar Oswald, 
(Lond.) 

Hughes, John Jones, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Jones, Charles Ruthven 

Jones, Cyril Butler 

arg De Bertram 

Kirk, Charles Gordon 


LL.B. 


Knowles, Thomas Edward 

Lawrance, Dennis Arthur Hewett 

Lees, James 

Leese, William Hargreaves 

Lefroy, Anthony Langlois Massy, 
B.A, (Oxon.) 

Lloyd - Williams, Aldborough 
Rupert Caulfield, B.A. (Camb.) 

Loncaster, Charles Henry 

Lyne, Robert Francis 

McIntyre, John Joseph 

MacMillan, John Melrose, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.), M.A. (Edin.) 

Malim, Aubrey Cyril 

Manners, Thomas 

Marshall, William Ralph, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Marston, Henry John 

Martin, John Kingsley Lunn 

Martyn, Harold Rawlings 

Mottat, Alexander Alfred 

Morris, Charles Vincent Boleyn 

Murphy, Leonard Vincent 

Nye, Frederick Harry 

Odell, Alexander Joseph 

Parkes, Edwin 

Paynter, Edwin Coleman 

Rallison, George Charles 

Roberts, Harold 

Robinson, Colin 

Rubinstein, Alexander 

Russell, George Harold 

Sheldon, Philip Arkell, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Simpson, Stuart Cecil 

Skinner, Horace Wilfrid 

Smith, Alfred Ernest Stanley 

Smith, Alfred William Exton, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Snell, Harold Saxon, B.A. (Camb.) 

Snowman, Henry, B.A. (Lond.) 

Stride, Horace Henry 

Tait, Harold Tweedale 

Thomas, Henry Griffith Walter 
Taylor, B.A. (Oxon, } 

Thompson, Henry Fox 

Thurland, Francis Edward 

Tindail, William Henry 

Todd, Edwin Lewis 

Townsend, Hubert 

Tredgold, Robert Ralph 

Turner, John Leigh 

Unsworth, Joshua 
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Wills, Geoffrey 


Wales, Sidney Charles Ingelow 
Wilson, Allan Aylmer, B.A. (Oxon, 


Webster - Jones, Alfred Owen 


Webster Wilson, Arthur Lewis, B.A. (Camb, 
Whetstone, Kenneth Wilson, Sydney Steele 
White, Howard Belmont Wood, Edward Charles 


Woodwark, Ernest Reginald 
Wootton, Frank Stanley 
Young, William Aitchison 


Whittaker, Charles James Mackie 
Williams, Arthur Montagu 
Williams, Graham Moon 
Williams, Leslie 








Companies. 


Alliance Assurance Co, 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general court of the Alliance Assurance Co. was held on 
Wednesday, at the head office, Bartholomew-lane, Lord Roruscunp, 
G.C.V.O. (chairman), taking the chair. 

The CuareMan, in moving the adoption of the report, said he thought 
the meeting could not fail to agree with him that the accounts shewing 
the result of last year’s trading were most satisfactory in every respect, 
They were most satisfactory because they shewed a general increase of 
business in all branches. There wasan increase in the leasehold and capital 
redemption funds and, of course, in the annuity accounts, and an increase 
irrespective of the imperial life fund in the life account. The quinquennial 
valuation of the imperial life account must also be satisfactory to both the 
old and new shareholders of the Alliance, because there was a considerable 
profit on that account and out of the profit the shareholders would benefit 
to the extent of no less than £37,500. The fire department had also con- 
tinued to be very successful and the net premiums amounted to £923,000, 
which was about £12,000 less than in the previous year, 1904. The reduc- 
tion in the premium arose mainly from the foreign business, which the 
society had given up. The home business had not fallen off, but it had 
not increased, and he believed he was right in stating that most of the 
office’s competitors and friends, other companies, had suffered a falling off 
in their home business, chiefly connected with the mercantile risks in 
docks and warehouses. It was very difficult to account for the loss of 
income from that source, particularly in view of the fact that the Board of 
Trade returns shewed large increases of imports. Various suggestions had 
been offered for this decrease, but perhaps to a certain extent goods were 
not kept at all in the docks and warehouses. They went at once into con- 
sumption. Perhaps some of the goods which were entered as for home 
consumption were only transhipped in the docks. There might also be 
something in the fact that the society’s forms of insurance for warehouses 
were not quite so popular as those of Lloyd’s and other institutions which 
were rivals to the firecompanies. But the fact remained that there had been 
no increase in the mercantile business in docks and warehouses. Although, 
however, the society’s business had not increased, the profits still were very 
satisfactory, and no fault could be found with them. No doubt the share- 
holders who had received the report had noticed in the financial columns 
of a leading newspaper some friendly criticism about the amount which 
had been transferred to profit and loss in connection with the amalgama- 
tion of the Alliance and the Marine Assurance Society. He had already 
had the honour of stating to the shareholders when talking about the 
various amalgamations that he hoped that when they were all concluded 
the total reserves would amount to nearly £4,000,000 sterling. He was 
glad to be in a position to congratulate the shareholders that except so far 
as the Provident was concerned, which awaited the seal of the court of law, 
these amalgamations were completed, and he hoped that by the end of the 
year the board would be in a position to prepare a balance-sheet for next 
year’s meeting, when it would be found that the reserve funds amounted 
to £4,000,000 sterling. When that time came the balance-sheet would shew 
very much as follows : The society had a paid-up capital of about £1,000,000 
sterling, a fire insurance fund, a marine insurance fund, a life insurance 
fund, an annuity fund, leaseholds and investments, a profit and loss 
account, and a general reserve. Until they could actually put these 
figures in the way the board wished it was perhaps better to make out 
the accounts as they were on the present balance-sheet. But he could 
assure the shareholders that the board would not put anything to profit 
and loss which had not been earned, and they would be only too glad if 
there was a very large and general reserve fund. The policy of the board 
in making these amalgamations and acquisitions had often been criticized, 
but the best proof that the policy had been a wise and sound one could be 
given the meeting in a very few words. In the year 1885 the old shares of 
the Alliance were undivided £100 shares, and the highest quotation for 
thein was 38}, and the lowest 32, so that the price might be taken as 3). 
The price of the shares as they exist to-day was then £7, and it was now 
£13 5s., so that the policy which had been adopted had doubled their 
value. He did not wish the meeting to think that he anticipated that the 
policy of the board this year would double the value of the shares very 
quickly, but he thought the fact that their value had been doubled in 
twenty years by the wise and perhaps bold course which had been 
adopted in amalgamating with other companies argued well for the future. 

Major-General Sir Axruur Exus, G.C.V.O., ©.8.1., seconded the 
motion. 

The report was unanimously adopted. 

The Cuaimman moved the declaration of a dividend of 8s. per share and 
a bonus of 2s. per share on the 250,000 original shares of the company an 
on the 215,625 new shares issued in 1902, Under the provisions of the 
agreement with the Alliance Marine and General Assurance Co. 47,230 new 


, Shares had been iseued to the shareholders of that company, and 4s. per 
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share, representing interest in lieu of January, 1906, dividend, had been 

id. A further sum of 6s. per share as interest (in lieu of dividend and 
paid would be payable in respect of those shares in July next. After 

yment of the dividends and bonuses, including the balance of interest 
above referred to, and amounting in the aggregate to £246,981 103., there 
would remain a sum of £468,337 9s. 3d. to the credit of profit and loss 
account. Also that a dividend and bonus of 6s. share payable 
in July should be declared on any shares allotted to the members of the 
Westminster Fire Office in lieu of cash under the agreement with that 


ys ten having been adopted, the retiring directors, Mr. John Cator, 
Colonel the Hon. Everard C. Digby, the Hon. Henry Berkeley Portman, 
and the Right Hon. Lord Stalbridge, were re-elected, on the motion of the 
Cuamman, seconded by Major-General Sir Arruur Ex.is. 

Mr. Charles Lee Nicholls, F.C.A., was re-elected auditor. _ 

On the motion of Mr. James Grason, who observed that the meeting was 
naturally very pleased with the report and thankful for the skill and 
diligence with which it had been prepared, a vote of thanks was carried to 
the chairman and directors, and the proceedings terminated. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. H. Baker. 


Mr. John Howard Baker, solicitor, of Birmingham, died on Tuesday 
last, at the age of eighty-eight years. He was in attendance at his office 
up to a few days before his death. He was articled to Mr. Wills, the 
father of Mr. Justice Wills, and was admitted in 1839. His eldest brother 
was Sir Thomas Baker, an eminent Manchester solicitor, and mayor of 


that city. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Watrer Neve, Frepertc Watrer Beck, and Cyrrit Hersert Krrpy, 
solicitors, (Neve, Beck, & Kirby,) 21, Lime-street, London, E.C. Aug. 31. 
As regards the said Walter Neve, who retires; the said Frederic Walter 
Beck and Cyril Herbert Kirby will continue the business at the same 
address and under the same style. 


Sir Roserr Atrrep Hampson, Septimus Castie, Taomas Ryper 
Mawnstey, and Grorce WiL.1AM ALLEN, solicitors (Whitley & Co.), Liver- 
pool, March 31. So far as regards the said Sir Robert Alfred Hampson, 
who retires from the firm as from the said March 31, 1906. 

[ Gazette, April 13. 





General. 


» The American Law Review, in an article on the growing complexities of 
legislation, says that in the United States in 1903, in but fourteen States, 
14,394 laws and resolutions were introduced, ofgwhich 5,459 were sum- 
marized, The legislation of the year 1905 does not shew any decrease. 


The prisoner’s defence, says the Central Law Journal, was an alibi. 
“You have stated,’’ said the prosecuting attorney, ‘‘ that you were at 
Mrs, Johnson’s on the 27th, and at Mr. Wilson’s on the 3lst. Where 
were you in the interim?” ‘‘I never wasin such a place in my life,” 
indignantly replied the witness. 

The Attorney-General is, says the Times, rapidly becoming convalescent 
from his attack of influenza, but his doctor does not wish him to dine out 
before the end of the month. The dinner at which Mr. Justice Sutton, 
the Attorney-General, and the Solicitor-General were to be entertained, 
in honour of their recent appointments, by the North-Eastern Circuit, on 
the 27th of April, has therefore been postponed until a date about the 
middle of May. Notice of the date will be given to all past and present 
members of the circuit as soon as possible after it has been fixed. 


The United States Supreme Court has decided, with regard to a certain 
particular case, that no State can grant a divorce when only one of the 

ties is resident in that State. This decision, says the Dai/y Mail, may 

fave serious results. In many wealthy families, the children by the first 
marriage are already resenting the remarriage of their parents, owing to 
the consequent wider distribution of property at death. In these circum- 
stances it is thought that there will not be a few who are unable to resist 
the temptation of disinheriting, on the ground of illegitimacy, their half- 
brothers and sisters. It is estimated that were the judgment given to-day 
to be made retrospective, twenty thousand children would be affected. 


The death is announced of Sir William Findlater, one of the leaders of 
the solicitors’ profession in Dublin, at the age of eighty-three. He was 
twice president of the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland, and between 
1880 and 1885 he represented Monaghan in Parliament in the Liberal 
interest. He founded and endowed Findlater’s College—an institution 
established for the promotion and encouragement of legal education 
amongst solicitors’ apprentices. He was also the principal promoter of 
an Act of Parliament, popularly called Findlater’s Act, which was passed 


judges of assize. The Bill was opposed both by the county court judges 
a by the bar ; but it was found to work ly well, and in practice 
commended itself to.all members of the legal profession. Sir W. Findlater 
also teok part in the management of many charitable and other public 
institutions in Dublin. 

“M S8.C.,” writing to the Times on contempt of court, says that in the 
debate on this subject the Attorney-General for Treland laid it down as 
law, applicable both in England and Ireland, that in cases of contempt of 
court the Crown has no power to grant a pardon and that there is no right 
of appeal. With great deference, neither of these propositions is correct. 
In cases of criminal contempt, which include all acts of interference with 
the course of justice, the Crown can pardon the offence. This was the 
opinion of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, or at least a 
majority of them, in the case of The Bahama Islands (1893, A. C. 138) 
where they reported to her late Majesty as follows: ‘‘ That the Ro 
prerogative extends to the remission of sentences which are merely of a 
punitive character inflicted for contempt of court” (p. 149.) On the 
other hand, in cases of contempt not criminal, where the process is applied 
merely in the exercise of a legal right in pending proceedings, there is a 
right of appeal. The cases in which such appeals have been heard are 
too numerous to cite here, but a list of representative cases, fourteen in 
number, will be found at the foot of p. 501 of the Yearly Practice, 1906. 


In charging the grand jury at the Manchester Assizes on Wednesday 
last, Mr. Justice Bigham severely criticized the Criminal Appeal Bill. He 
said that from the days of the Great Charter our Constitution has approved 
and maintained the principle that the question of the guilt or innocence of 
an accused man should be left to the determination of his peers, his fellow 
men, selected at large, subject to challenge, and seeing and hearing the 
witnesses, and that their judgment should be final. The new Bill proposes 
to violate that principle, and to give an appeal from the verdict of the jury 
on questions of fact. The appeal is to to a court composed of three 
lawyers, and theic decision, or the decision of two out of the three, is alone 
to have the finaiity which at present attaches to the verdict of the jury, 
and the court may not only vacate the verdict of the jury, but it may, if 
it thinks fit, substitute a verdict of its own. It is quite true that the Bill 
proposes to confine the appeals to cases where the jury has found 
a verdict of guilty. This limitation appears to be illogical, for if 
the jury needs correction in one event, it seems only reasonable to 
suppose that it may need it in another. This distinction, however, is in 
favour of the accused, and that no doubt constitutes its justification. But 
is it wise to interfere with the present right of a jury to say finally that 
an accused man is guilty? I very much doubt it. My experience tells 
me, and your experience I know will confirm me, that juries deliberate 
with anxious care and with the greatest solicitude before fixing the stigma 
of guilt and inflicting the punishment of crime on an accused man. It is, 
of course, conceivable that a jury may make a mistake ; perjured evidence 
may deceive them; probabilities may be strong and yet misleading. But 
so long as men remain mere men the possibility of mistake will exist and 
must be faced. Such a possibility must not be allowed to paralyze 
justice or to delay the execution of its decrees. The faint possibility of 
the improbable mistake of a jury being corrected by a court of two 
or three lawyers offers, in my opinion, no compensation for the 
mischief which the contemplated Court of Appeal may introduce. What 
is the court to do? It is to overhaul the deliberate verdict of guilty 
found by twelve men who have heard the evidence and seen the witnesses. 
The judges of this court are to re-try the case by means of the dead 
records of the proceedings in the court below, and their verdict is to 
supersede the verdict of the jury who have had the living testimony in 
front of them. Will the public have confidence in the decisions of such 
a tribunal? Again, the knowledge that their verdicts are subject to 
review will almost certainly tend to make juries less careful than they are 
at present. Their sense of responsibility will be impared, to the injury both 
of the accused and of the public. It is, moreover, a matter of great 
importance that the decrees of justice should be executed swiftly. They 
should not only be sure, but they should also be sharp. The contemplated 
appeal, by its consequent delay, will paralyze justice and deprive the 
sentence of its due effect. Such of us as have had experience of the 
working of courts of appeal on questions of fact in foreign countries 
know something of the abuses which those courts create and serve. They 
are the resort of rogues who, by money and delay, trick justice of her 
due. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota or Reaisraars in ATTENDANCE OX 












in 1883, and which facilitated appeals from county court judges to the 





Date. Emercencr Aprsat Covat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota, No. 2. Kexewics. FAaRwett. 
Monday, April ......... 23 Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton Mr. Church 
De ee 2 | Godfrey Jackson 
Wednesday .......000000.25 Carrington Beal Pemberton Church 
Thursday .......00+0:00008 23 Beal Carrington Jackson Greswell 
Frida 7 Jack: Beal Pemberton Church 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Bucxurr. Jorcn. Swixrew Eapy. Wanrarmerox. 
Monday, April ......... 23 Mr. Godfrey Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer Mr. King 
Tuesday — 24 R. Leach Theed King Farmer 
Wednesday +025 Godfrey W. Leach ‘farmer Greswell 
Thursday ... +020 R. Leach Theed cing Church 
Friday .... 87 Godfrey W. Leach ‘armer Theed 
Saturday eeeentcosccenecentilll R. Leach Theed King W. Leach 
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SPRING ASSIZES, 1906. | 


N. Easter. 


Commission Days. Ritlley, J. 
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later than 6 o’clock in the 





Romyey Sanps Gour Cius, 





to send their names and 


Ruweeon Cio1r Co, Limrrep (1x Ligurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before Tung 


addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Geo 


e 
| 8 R Taytor & Sons, Limrrep -Petn for winding up, presented March 14, directed to de 


Traro, April 24, at 10. Hearle & Co, Truro, for Collyer & 


Co Abcht rch In, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April23__ 

Bray, J. | Usiversat Assestos Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before May 21. to senq 

their names and addresses, and the ticulars of their debts or claims, to Frederig 

RR Aamo a a George Chadbourne, Eldon st House, Eldon st 


4 Manchester 2 ......... 


Works, Liuurep—Creditors are required, on or before May 2, 


to send their names ano addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Birt 
Acres, Athenzeum ln, Whetstone. James & Co, Coleman st, solors for liquidator 


Gazette.—Turspay, April 17. 


London 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 


| Orv Busuatt Brewery, Luwurep—Petn for winding up, presented April 9, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham, on April :6, at 10.30, Frost, 
| Birmingham, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 


afternoon of April 25 } 
Lim1tgp—Creditors are required, on or before May 20, to send 


their namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred William 


Cook, 74, Cheapside 


ebts or c'aims, to Ernest H. Leeder, 46, 


Y P4 rs | Vezey & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 14, to send their names 
Winding-up Notices. and addresses, and the particulars of their a i 


London Gazette.—Fnipay, April 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LimiTEp 1x CHANCERY. 


Apsau Birro Dezr, Linirep—Creditora are required, on or before May 25, to send their 
mames and addresses, and the particulars of .heir debts or claims, to William Thomas 


Key, Blomfield House, 85, London wall 


Waterloo st, Swansea. Jones & Treharne, Swansea, solors for liquidator 








Arnica Trust, Limirzp— Petn for winding up, presented March 29, directed to be heard 


before Buckley, J, May 1. Reader & Co, Basildon House, Moorgate st, solors for petner. 
po gas Ss aenng must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
0! 


The Property Mart. 


Result of Sales. 


Reversions AND LirE POLICIES. 


Meesrs. H. E. Foster & Caanvievp held their usual Fortnightly Bale (No. 809) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last when the 


1G wacwoeeee = ‘tors # ac following lots were Sold, at the prices named, the total amount realised being £10,985, 
Barris Buc anp Mat Maxvracturine Co, Lamtev—Creditors are required, on or before "ABSOLU’ ERSIONS: ’ 5 ’ 


May 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


to John Y Bibby, Commercial st, Deansgate, Manchester To £388 17s, 9d. " 
Caysapiay Propuce Corporation, Limitep (tx Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or PO cae £4,142 17s, 


before April 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or | 


, to James McArthur, 26, Billiter st 


Fasssrigsip axp District Gas Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before May 26, | 
to send their names and addresses to E A Browne, Bentinck bldgs, Wheeler gate, ' 


Nottingbam 


Gopwin & Son, Linrtzp—Petn for winding up, presented April 10, directed to b2 heard 


TE REV. 


For £10,000 se 
For £2,250 aes 
For £1,000... 
For £500 ove 
For £1,000 


April 25. Burton & Co, Surrey st, Victoria Embankment, for Glaisyer & Co, Birming- 


ham, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 


than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 24 


ove eee coe wee wee BON 10 


een or oo eee oe oo vee 99 4 
oo eee eee eee vos eee oe s+ gp 8,000 
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To Executors.— VALUATIONS FoR Pronatre.— Messrs. Watherston & Son, 


Hesey Bisuor & Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented April 2, directed to be heard Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 


at the Court House, Upper Edmonton, April 30, at 12 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afte:noon of April 2% 


Joyxataas Hitton & Co, Lim:tep—Creditors are required, on or before May 24, to send 


Thorp & Saunders, Salisbury 
use, London wall, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c'aims, to George F | Gallery.—[Apvr.] 


Clarke, 67, Lord st, Liverpool. Lamb & Co, solors for liquidator } 
Bxge.e Baotuers, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented April 7, directed to be heard 
pril 25. Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than € o’clock in the afternoon of April 24 
Lospvox axp Lispox Coxx Woop Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or befors Ma 
22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t 


Laurence George Oldfield, 98, Gt Tower st 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, April 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arseertos, Josern, Gt Yermouth, Sanitary Plumber Gt 
Yarmouth Pet April5 Ord April 10 

Baizy, Wit1t1am, Yeadon, Yorks, Farmer’s Manager 

Pet april9 Ord April 9 

Baneatt, Emity, Leicester, Wardrob2 Dealer Leicester 
Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Biexetr, James, Kidderminster, Wool Spinner Kidder- 
minster Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Boors, Bexsauis, Copley, nr Halitax, Overlooker Halifax 
Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Boyce, Osuoxp, Upper Knowle, Bristol, Engineer Bristol 
Pet Feb 17 Ord April 9 

Beapiey, Tuomas Henny, Fenton, Staffs, Grocer Stoke 
upon Trent Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Caveca, Astuur, Fortes rd, Tufaell pk, Draper High 
Court Pet April Ord April 9 

Corus, Gzorce Evwarp, East Moleser, Surrey, Tailor 
Kingston, Surry Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Coyrz, Wa.ree Bexsrox, Wr m, Norfolk Norwich 
Pet March 26 id April 10 

Detaszy, Joux, Bradford, Lodging House Manager 
Bradford Pet April 9 Ord Ap.il 9 

Dessisc, Fraxx, Newtown, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet 
April9 Ord — 

Disves, Herseet Wiittam, Eastney, Portsmouth, Grocer 
Portemouth Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Dove, Bacuaet, Leicester, Furniture Dealer Leicesetr 
Pet Maich 27: Ord April 10 

Fiscu, Jauzs Mepuicort, Church Stretton, Salop, Licensed 
Vict Shrewsbury Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Foster, Joux Goopwis, jun, Hailsham, Sussex, Com- 
mercial Traveller Lewes Pet Aprilil Ord April 11 

Foster, Sarau Ass, Darlaston, Staffs, General Dealer 
Walsall Pet April7 Ord April7 

Gissos, Joux Eow ann, Bradford, Travelling Draper Brad- 
f. Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Gotvvur, Taomass. Rochester, Bost Salearman Rochester 
Pet April9 Ord April9 

Gostisc, Kaxseer Evwaro, Saxmundbam, Suffolk, Coal 
Merchant Ipswich Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Guaisce, Geoncz, Morley, Yorks, Cluth ufacturers 
Leeds Pet April7 Ond April7 

Hasvs, Tuomas Hewxny, Ticehurst, Sussex, Licensed 
Victual - ler Tunbridge Wells [et April 11 Ord 
Apiil i 


Hexeuet, Bexex, Kimberworth, Rotherham, Yorks, Farmer 
. wheel Pet Aprili1 Ord April 11 

annsos, Wittiam Evwakp, Hasti Chemist Ha Aing 

Pet March 1 is. nd 


4 Ord April 
Jeuxixs, Tuouss, Dowlais, Oil Vendor Merthyr T) dil 
Pet 9 Ord Aprild 


| Maple & Co. (Limited), 








JzRxRaM, Tomas, jun, oe F Saddler Derby and Long 

Eaton Pet April9 Ord April 9 
oHN, Jonn Dent, Bettws, Ammanford, Carmarthen, 

Draper’s Assistant Carmarthcn Pet Aprilil Ord 
April 11 

Keatince, Ernest Wiittiam, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
April10 Ord April lu 

Lase, Davin Jenks, Lincoln, Sione Mason Lincola Pet 
April9 Ord April 9 

Lever, Harey, Long Melford, Suffolk Colchester Pet 
April 11 Ord April 11 

Leven, Joun Miits, Manchester, Pattern Designer Man- 
che:ter Pet April10 Ord Apr! 10 

Lewis, Tuomas, Aberkenfig, Glam Cardiff Pet April 9 
Ord April 9 

Meeepits, Joserh Harpuam Hambledon, Hants, Builder 
Southampton Pet April9 O:id Aprl9 

Normax, Sanaa Lypra, Horley, Milliuer Croydon Pet 
April11t Ord April 11 

Partinoton, Jouy, Wigan, Provision Dealer Wigan Pet 
April9 Ord April y 

Petess, Avice Louise, Landport, Portsmouth, Picture 
Frame Manufac‘urer Portsmouth Pet April 10 Ord 
April 10 

Purtiirsos, Witt1am Tomas, Cleethorpes, Ironmonger 
Gt Grimsby Pe; April 7 Ord April 7 

Powe, Tuomas, Aberkenfig, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
April9 Ord April9 

Pctvoxp, Wittiam, Leeds, Furniture Dealer Leeds Pet 
April5 Ord April 9 


Rarc.irrs, James Henny, Houzh Green, nr Widnes, Lancs, 
y rie Manufacturer Liverpool Pet April 11 Ord 
April 11 

Roneets, Syuirze, Liversedge, Yorks Dewsbury Pet March 
20 Ord April 9 

Szcatta, Apory, South pl, Finsbury, Foreign Banker 
High Court Pet March 22 Ord April 9 

So.omos, Jonas, Seacmbe, Chester, Safe Manufac‘urer 
Liverpool Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Tsomas, Davin, Liandaff Yard, Glam, House Decorator 
Aberdare Pet April10 O.d April 10 

Taomas, Witriam Gwynxwye, Liaselly, Carmarthen, 
Leensed Victualler Curmarthen Pet Apnl 9 Ord 
April 9 

Taomursos, BR, Amerland rd, Wandsworth Wandsworth 
Pet March 9 Ord April 10 

Tcrser, Eowix ALexasver, Mayow rd, Forest Hill, 
Patentee Greenwich Pet Feb 22 Ord April 10 

Wake.ise, Witttsm, Brentwood, Master Bricklayer 
Chelmsford Pet April7 Ord Apr.l7 

Waker, Jous, Kingston upon Hull, Bot Dealer Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet March 26 Ord April 10 

Wansex, Joux Atyaen, Dover, Prister Canterbury Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 


Woovr, Ruoiwwatp Cuanres, Southsea, Hants, Grocer 


Portemouth Pet April 10 Ord Ap-il 10 


(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
| London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 


Frxep Incomes.— Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
| fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
A | largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures 


Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr.] 


Woopwarp, Joszra Caarces, Walkern, nr Stevenage, 
Herts, Grocer Lutun Pet April 10 Ord April 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 6: 


Capper, Georce WILL14mM, New Malden, Surrey Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Feb 14 Ord April 3 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 10: 


Boyp, Wsxonam Mowracue Browne, Twyford Abbey, 
Willesden, Coal Merchant Manchester Pet March 3 
Ord April 6 


RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED. 


Taomsoy, Joun Cuantes Heys, 7th Dragoon Guards, 
Canterbury, Lieut Canterbury Rec Ord Aug 26, 1905 
Rese April 3, 1906 

pe Fare, Cuxistian, Elm Lodge, Cheltenbam Chelten- 
ham Rec Ord Jan15 Rese April 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.iey, Lez, Hardingham, Norfolk, Farmer April 21 at 
12.30 Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich i 
Bawey, Wiuam, Yeadon, Yorks, Farmer's Managet 
April 25 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 7 . 
Bisu, Janvis, Newton, Notts, Gardener Ap il 25 at 1 
Ott Rec, 4, Castle p', Park st, Nottingham oii 
Buyrue, Rovert, Durham, Sanitary Iosp.ctor April 23 al 
8 Ott Rec, Manor pi, Sunderland 195 
Boorn, Bexsamin, Copley, nt Hulifax, Overlooker Apr 
at 3 Off Rec, Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax au 
Burroprviecp, Mavaice, Okegby, Notts, Builder Ap 
at 11.15 Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Broapiry, Rosrson, Sutton under Whitestoneciiff, Yo ~ 
Flour ‘Dealer April 30 at 11.80 Court house, Nort 
ajlerton : 
Carran, Geoncr Wittiam, New Malden, Surrey April 4 
at 12.30 182, York rd, Wes‘ minster Bridze ss 
Curwey, Wavrer, Wellingborough, Northampton, Loon 
Victualler April 24 af™11 Off Rec, Bridge st, 40 


ampton , 
Caves, Arrnur, Porton 2, My oem me, Draper Aptil 
27at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey s i 
Coyrs, Watter Bexston, Wrexbam, Norfolk April 23 at 

12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich April 24 
Davies, Tuomas, Churchstoke, Salop, Farmer P 
at 12.45 Townhall, Mon’ gomery April 


Devaney, Jous, Bradford, Lodging house Manager 
23 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford th, Groot 
Dispen, Henseat Witi1aM, Eastney, Portsmouty, Porte- 
April 24 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, 





mout as 
Evaxs, Joux, Dolgelley, Merioneth, Grocer April 27 at 
12,30 Townhall, Aberystwith 
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_—— ort, Church Stretton, Salop, Licensed 
Fisom, Janns’Muvoril 21 at 12.45 Off Rec, 22; Swan hill, 


ry 
Fostz! Gopwrs, jun, Hailsham, ee, Soperccial 
he April mit 12.30 County Court Office, High 


Lewes 
Epwarp, Bradford, Draper April 23 at 
son, Jom Ree, 29 20 , yeel st, Braaf 
‘THOMAS, 

goxocr, 115, High st, en 
Gosuxe, Eaxzst Epwarp, Saxmundham, oe Merchant 

‘April 28 at 2 Off Rec, 36, , Princes ot, Iprwich 
Govup, Heuena Mary, Eastbourne April 25at2 County 


Court Office, High st, Lewes 
ORGE, a Yorks, Cloth Manufacturer 
Coikpal pat 30 Of Re 22 Fat 
, nhl E, 23 al 
anes Off Rec, a, eg st, Preston 
Hacres Wu: py, Haulier April 24 at 2 


Wilts, 
mbes, Catherine st, & st, a 
ALTER, id, rthampton, is Dealer 
24 at 10,30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 


, Plumber ‘April 2latll Off 

Horxinsos, Freperick, Doncaster, Grocer April 26 at 
11,30 Off Rec, Figtree 1 

Hunt, Atrrep Wexpover, Henley on Thames, Licensed 

Tifuller’ April 25 at 12. Angel Hotel, Henley on 


Thames 
Ausert Witiiam, Crofton Park, Bother A 
Jseemei1.30 132, York rd, Westminster on 
Saas, Wnsaas *Epwarp, a. Chemist * april 25 
at 12 Coun’ rd, 


ty Court Office, 24 e 
Jevxrvs, Taomas, Dowlais, G Oil Vendor April 23 at 
12 185, High st, Merthyr 
Jones, os GEorrReEy, Goual: Salop, Licensed Victualler 
April 21 at 11.30 Off Rec Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Lang, Davip JENKINS, Lineoln, Stonemason’ April 23 at 12 
dg {ont tS Pattern Desi April 
JoHN } Tm igner 
La at 11,30 11,30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
PaRTINGTON, Tomy, W Wigan, Provision Dealer April 24 at 
1,80 Court wford st, Wigan 
Payyg, Hewsy, Catford, Jeweller ” April ' 25 at 11.30 132, 
York rd, W er 
UISE, or, vo Picture Frame 
April 24at5 Off Rec, Cambridge bridge junc, 


High st, P 

Putprs, Frepericx, Foxcombe Hill, Berks, Builder April 
woe BAY be Builder April 

rn 'HOMAS, Mon, er 
Matll Off Rec, 144, Commerc! free 

Prestox, eee CupisToPHER, Kingston u upon Hull, 
Licensed Victualler April 2i at 11 Off Rec, Trinity 
House In, Hull 

Porrock. CHARLES, Guildford, Farrier — 25 at 12.30 

estminster Bridge 
ateley 


132, York 
at Joux Bryay, Glasshouses, e, wete, 
April 30 at 11.30 Court House, Ni 
Rowvex, ag Wilton rd, Hammersmith, Builder april 
2% at it blags, Carey st 
SzcatLa, Apotr, rt pag, ed — > aaa Banker 
26 at 12° | .. SS Legg Domag | 
Saizips, Witt1am, Hoveringham iaakaee Maker 
April 26at12 Off Rec, ri Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


Surrs, Witt1am, Horamonden, Kent feet 2atll CJ 
, 67, High st, Tunbridge Wells 
Suzmeyan, ARMENAK HLAROUTUNE, Manchester, Merchant 
April 21 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Machester 
Vay Lavy, Henry TuEoporE, St Helen’s 1, Bish 
st, ~~ od April 25 at 12 _ Bishopegate | 


outh, General Dealer 


seam 
April 


ty ry 
Hove, af, Full st, Derby 


Peres, Auice 
Manufacturer 


Watxes, Heyny Curwex, Pl 
April24at11 Off Rec, 6, Athenseum = Plymouth 

Wanrex, Joux Atraxp, Dover, ter April 26 at 9.30%" 

le st, Canterbury 

Wesr, Groncr’ Evetyy Joun ANNESLEY , Goncharnaye, 8t 
Petersburg Me > 23 at 12 ptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wuvzss, Tuowas, H Torkard Atel Batll Off 

4, Castle pk, Park st, Nottin 
Wooor, ed Cuantes, Southsea, Grocer April 24 at 
4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 


T°. Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 182. £1 98,000. 


Subscribed Capital : - - 
Is limited by its Memorandum of Association— 
(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. (2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 
All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Executorships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same 
as ‘no Financial or Speculative Business oniaee. aa 
. SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM &1 ts. A YEAR. 
For further particulars apply to— A. E. ORAM, Director-Manager. 


REEVES & TURNER, |THE REVERSIONARY INT INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 
ERB on. 1828), 
Libraries Valued or Purchased, 





ays on Gale. | ee ney cen 


3, Bream’s Bulildings, Ci Chancery Lane, EC. 
F OBMERLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CAREY STREET. 








SOME CHEAP SETS OF 


WEEKLY REPORTER, Vols. 2 to) 

17, calf, £6; Vols. 28 to to 43, half-calf, &., £6 10s. ; Vols. | 

45 to 51, £5 5e.’; Vols. 5 to 51, half-calf (1857-1903), £23; 
Vols, 1 to 58 (1852-1905), half-calf, £35 ; and others. | 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, Ltd., | Reversions and [ 
Dealers in all Descriptions of Law Books, | perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. LO. 


Re A List of Second-hand Practical Law Books, post-free, | . CLAYTON, N,} Joint 
Secretaries. 








NOW READY. SECOND EDITION. Price 5s. net. | ¥. © GATOR 
AN EPITOME OF THE | ERAL REVERSI AND 
PRACTICE of the CHANCERY and Gane nore whiney 


KING’S BENCH DIVISIONS 
OF THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
By A. H. POCOCK, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: Errrixeuam WIxson, 54, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement at, 
ake aay the attention of the Legal Pro’ 

experience of upwards of 

ion of all pro forma notices, 
ued — N.B. 

Partnership, wi necessary St ae mg 
|.File of “London Gazette” bert for free reference. By 
appointment. 


No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
Estublished 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament. 


Share and Debeanture Capital - £621,220. 
Revensions and Lire Poicres Purcuasep on favourable 
terms. a ox Revensions either at annual 


| interest or fi 
L.A., Actuary and Secretary. 





or deferred 
ROBERT R. TILT, 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets - * * £162,900. 











CHarRMaN 
Sin HENRY WALDEMAR ag may pase. J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, | Temple, E. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 


v"Boreywer tered «er Property. 
Sia tire be 
INCOLN’S INN FIELDS (close to).— 
4 Excellent buildings, lately ni ape for Zivo: ae Le te al See lee ame 
met hg 


an: a or would be into roomy 
Ofhices fi Solicitors.—Apply to Mr. P. E Prospectus free of 
H. W. HEFFERMAN, Manager (pro. ‘em.). 














CALE of CHARGES for ADVERTISE- 
MENTS of WANTS, Situations, Partnerships, Money, 
Offices, Houses, &c., offered or required. 


Once. 3. 6. 
20 Words 1s. 6d, 8s. Od. 5s. Od. 
80 yy 2s, 3d. 4s, 6d. Ba 6d. 
0 » 3s. Od, 6s, Od. 0s. Od. 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soticrrors’ JouRNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxirorrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free, Soxrorrors’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WBKLY 
Reporter, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 
Foreign, 288, 

Volumes bow basi 
ieoade te oa Offico—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 


Tuomas, 104, High Holborn, W.C. 
PLEASURE GRUISES ALEXANDER & SHEPHERD, 


TO NORWAY | | LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


wa hacen Par.iamentary Biiis, Minures or Evipznce, we Ags 








ORIENT COMPANY’S §&.S8. “ OPHIR,” Rerssexce, StraTements oF Cua, Axsweas, &., 
6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
16th & Visiting BERGEN, GUDIVANGEN, NEWSPAPERS, 
30th Junee BALHOLMEN, MUNDAL, LOEN,| Amd all General and Commercial Werk. 
i say. MEROK, NAES, and ODDE. Every description of Printing. 
DAYS’ delightful Cruise for 
lith and 2 TORS JOURNAL 
25th Aug. l 13 GUINEAS and upwards, Printers of THE sane | WEEELY REPORTER. 
¥. GREEN & 00.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & Co. | NORWICH STREET, FETTER LAME, LONOUK, £.C. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON, 














For apply to ooo Firm at 5, Sans | E COLISEUM, ‘ia 
avenue, E.C.; or to the West End Branch Office, REE ERFORMANCES AILY, at and 
Cocugan-ctsent, .W. Prete Boar laimercat from 

OOLOGICAL SOCIET ARDENS, | eas 3 and 9 o'clock. seats in all are numbered 
eg a tt . eiage 8 = eR postal cugientions for seats. Prices: Boxes, 
from 9 oa eal nad gig Ram =F rm 4 £1 Lis, 64., £1 Is. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d., and 7s. 6d 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen stalls bs., 4s., 98. and 2s. 1.080 Gerrard) | grand 
Fellows of the Entrance fee £5. aol sub- | tier, Is. ; eS 7,699 Gerrard), 
scripon 3, ot fee £35.—For partioulars apply | under i2 to all and stalls. ‘Telegrams, 
ORETABY, 


Hanover-square, W. | “Coliseum, London.” 
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Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


: EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1x THE Reiox or Wituiam & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 


CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


AUTHORITY 


















BY 





















Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the } 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Saare Cestiricates, Depentures, &c., en ean and | 
printed. Orrrc1aL SEALS designed and executi | 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants ’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
In Flasks, price 2/8. 

SOLD EVERYW HERE. j 

BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 











| MELBOURNE HOUSE, 


ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 
MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 
For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


PREsIDEXT : 
THE RIGHT HON . THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Mi Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure gro’ 

he terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 


circumstances. 
nea paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and , and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 


| Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 


Hospital. 
There is ag a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 


| Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully - ea in a park of 


180 acres, to which patients may be sen’ 
For further information apply to the Medical Superin- 


| tendent. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms 1} to 3} Quineas. 
} mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “ Superintendent,” Hillside, Buntiogford. 


INEBRIETY. 


LEICESTEB. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, aA. A, 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. 

Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Teneliont 
Legal and Medica’ "References. For terms and particulars 


‘ipal. 
ELEGRAPHIC Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 








By ly Miss RILEY, or the Princ 











The Cream of Cocoas. 


EPPS's: 


Contains all the nutriment | 


COCOA | 


of the Choicest Nibs. 





yada TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. | 
Adjoining Baker-street Sta 
LIFELIKE and es me PORTRALL MODELS of | 
New President of the French Republic. 
feveral members of the present Cabinet, &c., &c. 
Delightful Music. ernoon Teas. 


Admission 1s, ; children under 12,64. Open 10 till 10. 


Treatment or INEBRIETY. 


/DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
Fs. D. OG, BES. &c., 
6 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickMANsSWORTH. 





Treatment of Inebriety and the Drug Habit, 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
| ST. MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Ségeneel, and under Govmmnent 
Supervision.) 

Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients. Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, to whom time is an object. Boating, Tennis, 
Cycling, Billiards, &c. 

For Terms apply Resipent Mepica SuPERINTEN DENT. 


| 

























BRIEF CARRIER, 


Various Qualities from 18/6 each. 
lUlusteated List Free on application, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Lid, 
191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.c, 

S U N LAW COURTS BRANCH: 

40, CHANCERY LANE, WA, 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager, 
FUNDS IN HAND - - £2,563,000. 








FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


YOLLEE, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
oF 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY, 
VES AND WAREHOUSES. 


WHARVE 
Telegraphic Address—‘‘ FuLLER, Horsry, Lonpor. 
Telephon No. 746 AVENUE. 








ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
i AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.O., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—* 5964 Bank,’ “ 130 Streatham. 
Telegrams—“ Oldest, Londc .” 
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are 
mend our Fiem to 
requiring Valuations. 











— Members of the LEGAL pbs 
ily requested to kindly Recom- 
Executors and sathere 


(50) Sa 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 





Gp SPROBATE VALUAT 
SPINK & SON, 


"a ——~" a> / ay 


ait 


(ONS) 








_, 


I7 and I8, Piccadilly, Ww. and 30, Cornhill, London, E.C. 
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